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PPiELlMWARY EEMiVTiES. 

[By THE EniTOii.] 


Any eecoeb of the Life of Sm Peiwp Feancis must neces- 
sarily (jmbrace the -whole series of public events in England 
bet-woen the accession of George III. and his decease. 
Francis -was born in 1740, two years after the King, 
and died on December 22, 1818, little more than a twelve- 
month before him. ‘ I can hardly remember,’ ho told his 
second wife. Lady Fi'ancis, ‘ when I did not write for the 
newspapers.’ ‘ The anonymous contributions to them on 
which his hune rests, and of which Mr. Purkes believed 
himself to have ‘traced the authorship, commenced (under 
many names preceding that of Jimiufi) at the very begin- 
ning of the reign. He took a sti'ong party interest in the 
debates on the suspension of tlic Habeas Corpus Act, 
which occurred at its very close. And during the whole 
interval he was an active, eager, pus.sionatc ])olitici{m. In 
the press, in office, in India, in Parliament, in the Whig 
clubs, in the Carlton House and Brighton coteries, in re- 
forming ‘ societies,’ he mingled in every movement, and 
came in contact, friendly or hostile, with almost every 
statesman of those sixty years- It is not without genuine 
feeling that he speaks, in his paper on the Eegency 
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question in 1811 , (printed as a specimen of liis , style in 
‘ Junius Identified,’ ) of tlio ‘society of so many emiiu'ut 
men wliom I have had the honour to live ■\vitli, and tlie 
misfortune to survive.’ 

He was eminent, if not great, as a debater. His acknow- 
ledged writings, though numerous, are of inferior interest, 
reprints of speeches, and pampldets on subjects of tempo- 
rary importance.^ His great but mysterious celebrity rests, 
as I have said, on his anonymous performances. Even 
omitting the letters of Junius, the works which can be 
traced to him would suffice to mark liim as a veiy powmi- 
ful writer : tlrose being included, the verdict of English 
opinion will pronounce him a great one. That Ids 
life was on the whole a failure; that, animated at 
once by very genuine public spirit and high-reaching 
ambition, he never succeeded in cither achieving great 
political objects, although he often suggested and initi- 
ated their achievement by others, nor in attaining distin- 
guished rank in his own person, — this must be attributed 
partly to faults of character and conduct which the 
reader of these pages will easily discover. But it was 
owing also, in great measure, to his own extiuordinary 
success as Junius. He was scarcely thirty when that 
success was gained. From that moment, his destiny was 
influenced by it. At first, while the wounds inflicted by 
the libeEer were fresh, he was hampered in all his pro- 
ceedings by the necessity of guarding a secret of winch 
the disclosure would have been ruin. The habits of 
mystery thus engendered seem to have grown on him. 
Junius for a time was almost forgotten ; the immediate 

‘ A list of tliein,l)ut incomplete, is printed attlio end of Taylor’s ' Jnnina 
Identified.* 
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sting was jxist; the literaiy and liistorical interest 
attached to the, ‘inquiiy’ respecting him had hardly 
eoiumciiced ; ljut Francis during this middle period seems 
still to have been regarded as a eharaeter to which a 
raystery waxs attached, a controller of the secret iiiiluence 
of the press. And in later life, the suspicions' of his con- 
nection with the famous letters gradually accnmnlated, 
until they culrainatetl in 1814 with Taylor’s celebrated 
pamphlet ‘ Junius Identified.’ Fir riulij) thought ]>roper 
to maintain, throughout, his attitude of secresy, and of oc- 
casional denial ; and thus the work of three busy years 
became, and remained, a burden on its author for nearly 
fifty. There is a striking, almost a terrible, jxassage in Lady 
Francis’s Eccollections of hiiii, in which .'<he says that it 
was the opinion of some of his intimate friends that his 
hesitation in rarliamentary speaking — which was a main 
cause of his comjiarative failure — xvas partly owing to the 
consciousness of his secret. lie set so constant and habitual 
a guard on his lips, lest some com])roinising cx})ressi{m 
should find its way out of them, that the habit remained 
even in cases wdiere the ‘ secret ’ was not at all in question. 

The manner in which ilr. lArkes had intended to take 
up the subject of the life of Francis, and the extraordi- 
nary mass of materials which lie accumulated for the pur- 
pose, are described by him iu his own Preface, xvhi<-h I 
subjoin. I have done so not without a slight feeling of 
injustice to Mr.Pm'kes’ memory; partly because the preface 
introduces the reader not to the fragment only which Mr. 
Parkes left, but to the groat work wliic.hhe contemplated, 
and the preparation for which constituted the gx'cat labour 
and great enjoyment of his later years ; partly because it is 
itself evidently an experiment only, and would no doubt 
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have been rewritten, had the book been completed. But 
it appeared to me necessary, in oi-der to ex[)]aiu to tire 
reader the circuiustcinces under which this iinperteet woih 
is offered him 

I need hardly say that these aro circumstances of no 
ordinary difficulty, as regards myself. I ha\-e under- 
taken to present to the public the fruits of hfr. Parkes’ 
labour, but I can do so only on a very different scale, and 
in a far less perfect manner, than had been Mr-. Parkes’ 
own intention. 

The papers of Mr. Parkes placed in my hands were the 
following. In the lirat place a corrected and complete 
life of Brands down to 17G8, that is, immc'diatcly before 
the appearance of the first letter of Jtmiu.'i ; including a 
most minute and searching inquiiy into his probable 
authorship of much of the political correspondence of tlie 
‘ Public Advertiser ’ to that date. This I have printed in 
the first volume of the present work, only to some extent 
shortening and condensing it. 

For the Junius period I found a great mass of material 
in Mr. Parkes’s own hand, besides the original manuscripts 
which he had consulted in working on it ; but all rough, 
imperfect, and without table of contents, index or due. 
Mr. Parkes had evidently trusted to a methodical head 
and powerful memory, and had accumulated matter upon 
matter without any attempt as yet to arrange it, or any 
thought (probably) of that labour of love being executed 
by other hands than his own. I found many valuable 
essays, minutes, memoranda, scattered notices on separate 
sheets of paper, concerning particular points of jtfae sub- 
ject, and indicating the line of argument which he meant 
to take respecting it, but nothin^’ rnmnlAt*! 
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be rendered complete. If the work was to be done, i 
could be by rewriting only. 

Now it is important to observe, and the more so in 
order to disabuse the ])ublic of possible anticipations, that 
the Francis papers, voluminous as they are, contain no 
word of confession on his part as to the authorship of 
Junius. Nor do they contain, as far as I have been able to 
discover, any direct evidence of it whatever. They have 
also been most deliberately mutilated, evidently by Francis’ 
own hand. Numerous passages in the letters addressed 
to him, in the copies of his own letters which it was his 
habit to presciwe, in his many fragments of journal, and 
memoranda of various kinds, liave had passages not merely 
cancelled, but carefully cut out with the scissors. No one 
who sees them could doubt that his wus a mind habitually 
and excessively fearful of detection. And whertiver the 
reader seems on the point of arriving at a clue which 
might probably lead him into the heart of the Junius 
mystery, there the provoking excision is sure to be met 
with at the critical point. The argument, therefore, for 
the identity of Francis and Junius remains the same in 
character as it was before the examination of these papers ; 
only it is very greatly strengthened and rendered more 
complete. It is cumulative. It does not depend on any 
single quasi-mathematical proof, but on the extraordinary 
number of convergent lines of reasoning, all tending in the 
same direction, and (still more perhaps) in the total ateence 
of anything like disproof. It is difficult to conceive that 
the intimate and minute domestic correspondence of 
Francis, the ‘ fragment ’ of an autobiography which he 
actually commenced, and his many other manuscript 
records, would not have indicated some fact irreconcilable 
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■with his pretensions, liad tliose pretensions been unfoniKU'd. 
But every single disclosure wliicJi they make tends, on tlie 
other hand, to'wards establishing them. 

For this part of tlie subject, Iio-wever, I wish to reli-r 
the reader to subsequent portions (.)f these volumes, and 
in particular to some observations which I have insinled 
at the beginning of Chapter VI. I only notice it now to 
indicate the difficulty in which I found myself placed in 
dealing with the coUectious made by Mr. Farkes. Had 
Mr. Parkes continued his researches on the ‘ Jimian ’ 
portion of the memoir with the same minuteness with 
which he had treated what preceded it, the whole biogra- 
phy must have cost hiin ten or twenty years of a lile 
already far advanced, and would have occupied many 
volumes. I felt myself unequal to continuing it on t his 
scale ; I doubted whether the public would e]icourago mo 
had I attempted it. I therefore resolved to deal with the 
‘ Junian ’ period as a portion only, though, no doubt, tlie 
most generally interesting, of the life of a remarkable and 
hitherto little known man, and to say no more respecting 
it than appeared necessary in a biographical point of 
view. But the materials collected by Mr. Parkes will 
find, I trust, their appropriate place •whenever it is thought 
desirable to give to the public an edition of the Lettei-s 
of Junius, much more complete and better annotated 
than has as yet appeared. 

For the ten years of life which Mowed the publication 
of Junius— including the whole of his stay in India — 
Francis is his own biographer. His industry in compil- 
ing, and care in preserving, what may be termed manu- 
script records of his acts and correspondence from day 
to day, were perhaps almost unequalled. Of this more will 
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be said in its place ; sufficient for the present to point out 
that Ml'. Parkes had not touelied on tliis portion of his 
work except by coni])iling, in the Avay of anticipation, a 
few scattered memoranda; and that I have, for my own 
part, only endeavoured to compress into proportionate 
bulk the ample materials left by Francis himself. There 
is one circumstance which greatly facilitates the accom- 
plishment of this task, namely, Ike singular terseness and 
clearness of Francis’ style. Whether tliis quality was 
more the cause or the elicct (.)f his constant study of 
Fi’cnch wu'iters, and an intimacy with the French idiom 
very rare in any one who has not resided in Frtuice, 1 
cannot tell ; but no one can study Iiis writings without 
being struck by it. Of all great masters of our language 
he is perhaps the clearest. 

When Francis returned to England in 1781, at tin; ago 
of forty, his modest fortune was made, and liis official 
career was ended. He went into Pailianient mainly to 
pursue his Indian course of opposition to Hastings ; ho 
attained distinction there ; and he devoted himsoli’, with 
great capacities for enjoyment and activity, to social life, 
particularly of a political cast. But ho ceased to dwell on 
liimself ; or at least to compile, as he had so laboriously 
done before, materials for his own biogmphy. Hot did 
others perform the service for him. There is no life of 
Francis extant ; nothing but a few veiy imperfect biogra- 
phical sketches. He had a numerous and attached family of 
children and grandchildren ; but none of these undertook 
or procured the compilation of any memoirs of him. 
There was one very obvious reason for this omission. 
Late in life — at seventy-five — Sir Philip married a second 
wife, who survived Mm many years, — I^ady Francis. 
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She was an old acquaintance of his, and inspired with 
the most intense, not affection only, but admiration for 
him. She became the natural custodian of his papers, 
and charged, in lier own opinion, with the care of his 
posthumous fame. She was, moreover, a literary lady, 
a great reader, and ready writer ; but she was also — it is 
with pain the editor indulges in so ungallant an avowal 
respecting the impression which her remains have left on 
him — one of the most garrulous, credulous, inaccurate, 
and in every way perplexing, of reminiscents. Slie 
knew nothing of her husband except what he himself 
told her, and chiefly in the very last years of his long life. 
She has embodied these recollections in piles of manu- 
script, togetlier with voluminous dissertations of her own 
on other subjects. It was her intention, for many years, 
to weave these into a ‘ Life ’ of her husband. She seems 
to have abandoned the project about thirty years ago, at 
the time when Sir Philip’s curious and historically valuable 
library was dispersed by auction. The rough materials 
collected by her alone remain ; these were seen, and used 
to some extent, by Lord Campbell, Lord Stanhope, and 
Lord Brougham. They have been employed both by Mr. 
Parkes and myself, as far as we thought we could safely 
do so. 

I have therefore to say, in apology for the disjointed 
and imperfect character of the last portion of this memoir 
of Sir Philip, that it is compiled without any methodical 
assistance either from former works or from private infor- 
mation, and solely from such materials as are scattered 
through the Parliamentary debates, through printed 
memoirs of the period, and through those remnants of 
correspondence and family records which Mr. Parkes, in 
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liis preface, has indicated. Those who have themselves 
made the experiment will allow largely for the imperfec- 
tions of a biographical work performed with no better 
help than this ; and I can only throw myself upon the 
indulgence of those who have not had the same expe- 
rience. 
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The PCBLICATI0X ot" a Lilc au<l CoiTO:ij)Ouck‘nce of t5iR 
Philip Fr.vxcis, K.C.P., requires no justilication. A few 
particulars only of his public career are known to the 
present generation, but lie is generally i-erognised as a 
statesman of the Georgian hlra, and a jiolitical writer of 
celebrity; and altliougli numbered with the illustrious 
dead now full Ibi'ty-six years, he is still remembered and 
mentioned in terms ol‘ high appreciation by our few 
surviving public men who personally knew liim in his 
later years. By his contem])oraries he was unquestion- 
ably valued at his true worth. Burke, for many years 
his most intimate fiiend till after jiolitical differences 
lessened their social intercourse, in the House of Com- 
mons, 1783, chara(*terised Francis as a man of ^ deeji 
reach of thought,’ of ‘large legislative conception,’ and 
as the designer of ‘grand jdans of policy.’ Sir Gilbert 
Elliot, who had held oflice under Francis in India, in the 
same year and public asscmbljq pronounced the following 
remarkable eulogiiun, to the same effect.^ 

In delivering my opinion of my honowmblo friend, I am not so 
madly vain as to tliink it can add anything to Ids honours : it is not 

‘ ' Speech on Fo-v’s India IJill,’ Docomhur 1, 1783. 
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for him, Sir, it is to do myself honour, that I say hero wliat T liav'o 
often said elsewhere, that of all the gi*eat and considerable nieii wliom 
this country possesses, there is not one in the empire who ha,vS a 
claim so much beyond all question, who can show a title so 
thoroughly authenticated, as this gentleman, to the admiration, the 
thanks, the reward, the love of his country, and of the world. If ] 
am asked for proof, I say, the book of his life is open before you ; it 
has been read, it has boon examined in every line by the dilig{3nt 
inquisition, the searching eye, of malice and envy, lias a single blot 
been found ? Is there one page which has not been ti’acod by virtue 
and by wisdom ? Virtue, Sir, not of the cold and neutral quality, 
which is contented to avoid reproach by shrinking from action, and 
is the host ally of vice ; but virtue fervent, full of ardour, of tmergy, 
of effect; wisdom. Sir, not the more flash of genius and of talents, 
thongh these are not wanting ; but wisdom informed, deliberate, and 
profound. I know, Sir, the warmth imputed, nay, possessed by 
that character ; it is a warmth which does but burnish all liis other 
virtues. His heart is warm, his judgment is cool, and the latter of 
these features none will deny, except those who have not examined 
or wish to disbelieve it. 

The Commons Committee of Management of Hastings’ 
Impeachment, on the rejection by the House of Francis 
as one of its number, presented him with an address, 
drawn up by Burke as Cbairman, which thus panegyrised 
his career in India. 

An exact obedience to the authority placed over yon by the laws 
of yonr country, wise and steady principles of govei’ninent, an in- 
flexible integrity in yourself, and a firm resistance to all corrupt 
practice in others, crowned by an uniform benevolent attention to 
the right, propei-ties, and welfare of the natives, appear omiiiently 
throughout those records. Such a conduct, so tried, acknowledged, 
and recorded, demands our fullest confidence. These, Sir, are tho 
<}ualities, and this is the conduct on your part, onjwhich we ground 
our wishes for yonr assistance. 

This address of nineteen members of the Committee 
contained the names of Burke, Fox, Sheridan, Charles 
(late Earl) Grey, Gilbert Elliot, Wyndham, T. Pelham, 
W. Adams, Maitland, G. A. Forth, R Fitzpatrick, Tames 
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Erskinc, Eogcr Wilbraliam, and other eminent public 
men, who never could liave attached their signatures to 
a simply unfounded or fulsome panegyric. 

Lord Brougham in his Ilistorical Sketches of tlie 
Statesmen of tlie time of George III., has chronicled 
Sir Philip Francis (whom he personally knew) among 
the most remarkable men of the age. He estimates 
‘ his style of writing as admirable ; excelling in clearness, 
abounding in happy idiomatic terms, not overloaded Avith 
either words or ligure.s, but not rejecting cither beautiful 
phrases or ti])propriate ornament ; ’ arid all his composi- 
tions ‘ so pellucid as to leave no cloud Avhatever over the 
meaning.’ 

But the eminent merits of Francis were his inestimable 
services to our country at a gr’eat crisis of its con- 
stitutional liberties, in political writings hitherto mostly 
unknown as his, because never acknowledged by their 
author. 

The present volumes will prove, that in his youthful 
years he was, by his ])en, the able and disinterested op- 
ponent of general warrants, arbitrary imprisonments, and 
seizures of private papers ; and lliat, almost single-handed, 
he stood forwai-d the bold, undaunted, and opportune 
advocate of a Free Press, the Eights of Juries, and the 
publicity of Parliamentary Debates. He was, in fact, 
the real parent of ‘Fox’s Libel Act,’ and also the 
solo draftsman of the memorable plan of the Society of 
the Friends of the People, in 1794, the basis of the 
Eeform Acts of 1832. His labours for the abolition of 
Negro Slavery, his eloquent speeches in Parliament, his 
powerful and unceasing protests against the extension of 
our Indian Empire, with his advocacy of peace among 

VOL I. « 
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civilised nations, were second to the performances of none 
of his distinguished contemporaries. Sucli a man can 
well afford to be assayed by posterity, and he would 
himself desire to be pourtrayed in his true charader, 
with all his human frailties unconcealed. 

The demonstration of the Authorship of the Letters of 
JuRius was no original or primary object of these volumes ; 
but that enquiry, so far as regards the claim of Francis 
to a questionable merit, was an unavoidable investigation. 
The controversy, of itself, would never have attracted 
from the Biographer any sacrifice of time ; but necessarily 
involved in it, he did not, as a lawyer, doubt that, rightly 
and patiently pursued, success must follow. Junius •was 
no automaton : he may long have concealed the .secret 
sources of his private information, and for half a century 
have evaded a complete demonstration of his personal 
identity. But an enquiry, commenced de novo and 
pursued in the natural and legal methods of investigating 
pedigrees, could scarcely fail to discover such a mass of 
direct and indirect evidence as, logically and fully ac- 
cumulated, must xmavoidably fiix the authorship beyond 
doubt or future controversy. Ample sources and materials 
palpably existed, if an indefatigable research had been 
instituted. Whatever subtle and determined endeiivours 
Junius might have practised to be to the end of life the 
‘ sole depositary of his own secret,’ discovery was almost 
sure after his death, at some not distant period. It was 
patent, that the superior force and style of the Letters 
were those of a long practised pen. Occupying a period 
of several years, and detailing numerous official circum- 
stances with microscopic comments on public characters, 
how could the ■writer escape ultimate discovery 
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prenous to death, he destroyed all his private papers and 
books, and burnt the catalogue of his library ? 

The authorship of Junius has been confidently ascribed 
to thirty-seven different individuals, and innumerable 
controversial works, periodical and newspaper articles on 
the vexed question, have emanated from our own and 
foreign presses. The late Mr. John Taylor first raised a 
claim for Sir Philip Francis, in his ‘ Identity of Junius 
with a distinguished Living Character,’ in 1812; but 
without sufficient materials of absolute proof. Mr. Taylor, 
considering his limited circumstantial proofs, and his entire 
want of all direct evidence, raised a remarkable and most 
singular argument. 

So curious and interesting an enquiry could not, there- 
fore, be ignored in any biography of Francis. Tlie 
settlement of the Junius Question, so far as concerns this 
claim for Francis, was therefore unavoidable ; the play 
of Hamlet would bo nothing with the part of Hamlet 
omitted. But the Biographer, although familiar with 
every page of the singidar and hitherto endless contro- 
versial publications in which that question has been 
discussed, now seeks to solve the problem by an entirely 
new process. He had noticed that almost every writer 
except Mr. Taylor, and Mr. W. T. Smith (the last partisan 
of Lord Temple’s claim), ‘ reasoning backwards,’ had com- 
menced their researches on the false basis of a precon- 
ceived theory on the Junius authorship, often keeping back 
facts that militated against their hypothesis, or overlooking 
counter circumstances. The late Mr. Thomas Wentworth 
Dilke, in a series of able articles in the ‘ Athenaeum ’ and 
‘Notes and Queries,’ has critically exposed the insuffi- 
ciency of evidence of aU the false claims ; still con- 
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sidering that for Sir Philip Frauds ‘ miprovcii ’ and im- 
probable. Impressed by these instructive articles, and 
by a most able paper of hi. Cliarlos dc Ittmuisat in 
the ‘Eevue des Deux Moiides,’ a ■wholly new sv^tem 
of researdi and logical deduction has been juirsued ; 
■with what success the reader must Juilge for hiinself. 
First, the Letters, and Miscellaneous Letters ascribed 
to Junius, were analysed for their intei'iial evideiici* of 
authorship. Secondly, as the undisputed unquestionable 
productions of his pen were stamped by an innnistakiible 
personal knowledge of the English War and Commissariat 
Offices, and denoted not only an intimate acquaintance 
witli the names and duties (,)f those departments, but of 
the secondary Civil Service of our other public offices, 
the records of the two offices were sought; and though 
Lord Macaulay, when Secretary at War in 1840, liail, on 
enquiries, beheved them to have been ‘ wasted,’ they were 
ultimately found to be extant in a store of Chelsea 
Hospital, probably placed there on one of the many 
changes of the War Offices. Subsequently a eompletcj 
set of the old Office Letter Books, comprising the period 
from 1760 to 1774 (excepting one missing volume) were 
discovered in a press of the Treasury. By the liheml 
permission of the present Earl Dalhousie, and the aid of 
a friend, the late Sir Benjamin Hawes, access to and use 
of these valuable documents was obtained. They have 
brought to light much valuable matter. Access also was 
given to the records of the Home Office by the late 
Sir Gr. C. Lewis, who took a special interest in the.se 
enquiries, not doubting that such researches were the 
proper clues to the labyrinth of doubt and mystery. 
His lamented death, has deprived these volumes of his 
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promised judament and review. Further, tlie Chatliam 
pul)lic eorrespondeuce, preserved in the old Stale ra])er 
Ofliee (since removed to the Foils) afforded valuable 
materials in dates and other facts. The bulky old law 
]>apers of the Treasury beinjr also ti-ansferred to tlie 
same depository, and In'ing now well arranged, the 
pleadings, jury lists, briefs and papers of the jiroseeutions 
of Wilkes, and of the publishers of the ‘•Junius's Letter 
to the King,’ were found ; the ilaster of the Foils, Sir 
John Fomilly, as ahvays, giving the freest access to our 
invaluable juihlic records now brought together and 
rendered doubly useful in the Foils Ihiildings. The old 
India House Papers, in 1S58, the best arranged and 
most accessible of any public )’ecords, by the aid of 
Colonel Sykes, afibrded many materials connected with 
the administration of that gn'at aj^panage of our Fm))ire 
when under the joint (or disjointed) admin istratit)u of 
Hastings, Clavering, Munson, and Francis. Xo fact or 
date has been tak(»n for granted, if tixtant original 
documents afforded tests. Further, a recognition of the 
nse of most valuable piivale family papers is duo to 
Mr. Calcraft, which contributed curioits now informa- 
tion on the confidential I'olations subsisting between his 
grandfatlier, Mr. John Calcraft, and Francis. Cdlonel 
Pringle permitted a re-examination of the printed and 
unpublished ‘ Chatliam Correspondence.' The Cliathain 
papers showed another seal as ustjd by Junius, and 
afforded evidence of the same paper having been used 
by Junius to "Woodfall, and the Earl. Mr. Murray, the 
eminent publisher, now the owner of the ‘Grenville 
Junius Letters,’ allowed those original papers for fresli 
examination, and the opinions of experts of experience. 
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The private family papers of several of tlie most colour- 
able claimants to the Junius authorship, and the cata- 
logues of their private libraries, were also examined 
for disproof of such pretensions, or wt're looked ovm’ by 
their possessors. In many cases they yieldeil indisputable 
evidence of non-authorship, being so far useful as negative 
proofs. Mr. H. J. Woodtall trustfully lent the eatii-e .1 unius 
MSS. of his grandfather the publisher of the celebrated 
‘ Letters ’ for re-collations, and a moi’e full investigation of 
the handwritings, writing papers, and seals. Also lu' 
lately found numerous editorial manuscripts and corn'- 
spondence of his grandfather of essential value in this 
new Junius investigation. All these are now by purchaxe 
the property of the Biographer. The Junius ilSS. com- 
prise the proof sheets, with the manus(.‘ripts of the uote.s 
to the ‘Author’s Edition’ of Junius in 1772. The 
latter, though often examined, do not apprar to have 
received due attention. In many instances the natural 
hand of the writer, and the numeral figures of Juniu.s 
are less feigned, and are even occasionally written in a 
natural hand. 

As biography is properly defined to be ‘a branch of 
history,’ the public has a claim and a right to know 
the authority and sources of the materials which constitute 
such compilations, especially when the contents are now, 
and relate to the acts and private character of pui)lie 
men of a byegone period. It is, therefore, nctsessary 
briefly to state the origin of these volumes, and to 
account for such valuable biographical andi historical 
materials having so long rested, unpublished, and un- 
known. 

Sir Philip Francis died in 1818. By his will his 
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libraiy and private papers were to continue in liis 
liouse, in St. James’s Square, Westminster, so long as 
liis surviving widow and second wife continued to 
reside there, hlr. Philip Francis, the only sou by the 
first marriage, having the revei'sionary interest. The late 
Mr. Dubois, a friend and occasional voluntary private 
amanuensis of Sm Philip Francis, early desired, with Lady 
Francis, that a fife should be prepared and published, 
comprising also a selection of the papers and corre- 
spondence. The son objected to such an undertaking, as 
prematm'e, and as he was himself the friend of several 
noble families, who, it was feared, would be displeased by 
so early an appearance of a Francis biography. After 
the death of Mr. Philip Francis, the son, the entire library 
of Sir Philip, by a family an-angemcnt between Lady 
Francis and the gi’andchildreu, was unfortunately dis- 
persed in three days b}’- public auction, under the hammer 
of the late Mr. Leigh Sotheby. The hbrary of a public 
and literary man is usually a key to his self-education, 
and favourite studies. In the instance of the Francis 
Collection its sale was particularly to be regretted, because 
numerous political volumes, and files of newspapers, 
many series of pamphlets, frdly noted by their original 
owner, were scattered throughout the kingdom. The 
library comprised the earliest and best editions of the 
‘ Junius Letters,’ full of manuscripts, corrections, and 
remarks, and other historical and political works, simi- 
larly noted. Fortunately the copies of ‘Junius’ were 
bought in by the two oldest grandsons, Mr. Henry J. 
Francis, and Mr. John G. Francis; and the latter also 
purchased, in one lot, eighty-six volumes, described in the 
catalogue as ‘ Political and Historical Tracts ’ ‘ as a most 
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curious and interesting colleclion iVoin t!u; ('(unnicnce- 
raeixt of the reign of Gt'orge III.' TIicm' vohnui's luivc 
yielded important inateriaK and tlicir vahn' |)r<'\i(ni,s 
to their present use doc's not appear to have lnaai 
appreciated. The old ssde catalogiu’. jah-ed. wiiit the 
purdiasers’ names, having been liberally gi\'en Ity Me.s^i-s. 
Sotheby to the British Museum, almost all the (tilier 
volumes of use for tlic present ptirposi- liave been, after 
much labour, traced to their presmit possessors, who 
have liberally lent tliora for examination and extract. 

The late Lady Franci.s, on i\!r. riulip Franei'^'.s death, 
essayed to write a memoir of her husband with fin* inft'ii- 
tiou of publication ; and she jwodiua'd a voluminous maxs 
of manuscript ; but, although containing many inti'n-sfing 
anecdotes, and some usable facts and ]>er.soual reminis- 
cences, her collections were too confusedly am! imper- 
fectly compiled to be fit for jmblication, tnul htivii 
remained unpublished. In 1847 she gave them over lt> her 
husband’s grandson, Mr. HemjJ. Francis, with the object 
of his undertaking a full biograpliy and select, ion from the 
voluminous correspondence, hir. Henry L Francis un- 
dertook at least to assist in the labour, tuid contnmtcd 
with the late Mr. Colburn the bookseller for the 5»roJecb;{l 
work, phiciug some of the materials in liis liamls for 
copies. Tliese were submitted by Mr. Colburn to the 
late Mir. J. Wright, and, after his death, to Mr. Bel! ; but 
the latter gentleman, after a partial esaininatioji, (i<?clined 
to smelt such a mass of ore. A large number of mpm 
of Sir Philip Francis’s private correspondence (Mr. IL 
J. Francis having retained the originals), and the greater 
portion of the ori^nal Indian papers, remained in the 
hands of, Mr. Colburn till his decease, and thence passed 
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into the possession of that publisher’s executors. By the 
liberal intervention of Mr. John Forster, all were finally 
released to the Francis family for use in these volumes. 

Mi‘. Henry J. Francis having left England for the 
Australian Bar, leaving authority Avith his sister, IMiss 
Francis, for other boxes of family paper's to be searched, 
and even manuscripts of value to be given to the Bio- 
grapher for examination and rrse, these fortunately 
brought to light several volumes of Sir Philip Francis’s 
early private exer-cises in composition, his partial trans- 
lations of classical works, his numerous notes of readings, 
and various memoranda of his observations on men and 
manners in his foreign travels. These additional materials 
comprised, moreover, two manuscript journals ; one, an 
almost daily record of his travels in Belgium, France, and 
Italy, in 1773 ; the other, a laconic but Auiluable journal 
of his India private and public life, of almost daily entry, 
but -with many pages and some passages in extant leaves 
cut out, doubtless by himself. There was also a large 
mass of India official MS. papers, chielly financial, which 
had apparently never been sorted or arranged since 
Francis’s return from Calcutta, or ever examined by the 
family, as among them was found the fragment of a 
manuscript autobiography, much also mutilated by 
scissors. This document was almost certainly writtep in 
India, being on the same paper used in Calcutta. It is 
most probable that lie wrote the memoir, feai'ing a 
premature close of his life in an Indian climate ; but that, 
having survived the risk, on more mature reSection he 
cancelled many parts of it. The portions undestroyed 
supply some remarkable details of his earlier life and 
opinions. 
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Miss Cliolmondeley, one of his grand-daughters, pos- 
sessed the private letters of Sir Philip to his tirst wife, 
fifty-two in number, between tlie years 1701 and 1774, of 
wliich much use has been made. Lady Francis, the 
second wife, having, it was known, possessed herself of 
some of the papers for her intended memoir, eiKpiiry 
was made of her aged surviving sister. That lady 
restored all in her possession, comprising sevonil valuable 
manuscripts, particularly a memoir of Charles James 
Fox (prepared for the press), and other peditieal and 
historical manuscripts, with cuttings of old newspaper 
articles preserved by Sir Philip. Unfortunately, elaborate 
and matured manuscript characters of Burke and Wynd- 
ham, known to be extant after Francis’s decease, can 
nowhere be discovered. They wore extant some years 
since, and may probably have been lent, and not ri>turned 
by the borrowers. If this notice should lead to their 
finding, their communication to the Biographer will be a 
great treasure trove. The loss of the character of Burke 
by so discriminating a writer as Sir Philip Francis, who 
highly valued that emment public man, but who also 
penetrated his weaknesses, would bo irreparable ; and as 
a true estimate of Burke by a competent and impartial 
contemporary has long been desired. Such a manuscript 
never could have been wilfiilly destroyed, except for tlu) 
extinction of biographical truth. 

The Barrington family papers never having been 
examined for any correspondence of Lord Barrington 
with B’Oyly and Francis, on their retirement from the 
War Oflice in 1772-3, application was made to the 
present Lord Barrington, who unsuccessfully scai’ched for 
any ; but some letters from Mr. Anthony Chamier (the 
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successor of D'Oyly) were Mnclly communicated by bis 
lordsbip. Tliey, and some other family records, have 
aflbrded materials towards a Ml and correct account of 
Anthony Chamier, so unmercifully satirised by Junius. 
A member of the Chamier family, Mr. Daniel Chamier, 
settled in Maryland, U.S., being a British Commissary 
of Stores, and auditor of public accounts. He died in 
New York, 1775, but,. leaving no issue, his papers cannot 
be traced. It would otherwise have been curious to have 
discovered, whether Lord Barrington or Anthony Chamier 
had any suspicions of the authorship of the later ‘ Mis- 
cellaneous Letters of Junius ’ under the signatures of 
Veteran, Scotus, and Nemesis. Added to these new 
Junius materials the Biographer had purchased the papers 
of some deceased distinguished writers on the Junius ques- 
tion, viz. those of Mr. Britton, Mr. Henry Edmmid Barker, 
and Sir Harris Nicolas. To some members of the American 
branch of the Francis family, settled in the United States, 
he is indebted for several private letters of Sir Philip. 

On the commencement of the work little was known 
by the English family of its Irish ancestry and relatives. 
Dr. Fi'ancis’s early settlement in London, about 1747, 
having severed their intercourse. Sir Philip Francis’s 
papers containing important letters from relations of 
the name of Baggs, and some confidential communi- 
cations between 1767 and 1773, it was desirable to 
ascertain their exact degree of relationship, and earlier 
social connection. The indefatigable and accomplished 
Irish Ulster King at Anns, Sir Bernard Burke, by re- 
searches in the Eecord Offices, and diocesan records of 
Ireland, and of Trinity College, Dublin, willingly and 
successMly established these consanguinities. 
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These particulai' acknowledgments ought to have bc'en 
extended to a recognition of assistance's Iroin many 
personal and htei'aiy friends, but for tlu* numbt'r (d 
the obligations. 

It now only remains to be stated, that om* of the 
greatest labours has been the digest and abndguK'ut of 
such an unusually large mass of matevials, espc'cially in a 
first selection from many thousand letters. Tliis is not 
the age for heavy tomes, and critical public opinion lias 
justly decided that many modern similar publii'ations 
have been overloaded, especially with letters of usele.ss or 
secondary import. An endeavour has been made to keep 
within compass commentary on the many political events 
and characters treated by Sir Philip Francis. JIU 
opinions, and not those of his Biographer, are the main 
subjects of interest to the public. The life, therefore, has 
been made as autobiographical as possible. 

The anecdotes and correspondence might have boon 
heightened in interest by many piquant and scandal- 
ous stories of ‘ men and manners,’ always abound- 
ing in the private epistolary intercourse, male and 
female, of the higher classes of political and fashion- 
able society. But such scandal and gossip were never 
intended for the public eye ; they do not contribute to 
the morality of any class ; and many such stories, souu' 
well-founded, and others probably pure inventions, miglit 
wound the feelings of surviving descendants. Besides, tlic 
cruel and groundless aspersion of women of high life, 
especially in our own times, is well known. The reputa- 
tion of the dead is not less entitled to protection, if not 
more so, than the characters of the living. Ho man more 
bitterly regretted the severity of some of his earlier 
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Avritiiigs than Sir Philip Francis ; and no ])opular author 
ever perhaps paid so memorable a penalty ibr the iu- 
dulgenoe of extraordinary natural powers of wit, sarcasm, 
and satire. Ilis Piogi'apher has seen too much of political 
parties, and lived too long in public life in the last half 
century, to set up an idol by the deification of any pcfiitical 
man. Hero-worship is the superstition of writers of 
cramped minds, and of credulous readers. But no in- 
cident in the life of Francis, essential to the true and full 
development of his real character, has been suppressed, 
and no partial exaggeration of his viitues or concealment 
of his failings has been wilfuUy indulged.^ 

17 WntPOLE Street, Lo^'■DOK : 

1865. 


^ Mr. Parltes’s Preface contained aoknowledfrments of the communication 
of some other papers which he deemed of value ; hut as these have not been 
used by the present editor, the passages in {£uestion have been omitted. 
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Tin’s g^^nealogical sketch, being compiled only Tritli the view of enabling the reader to trace -svith gi’cater ease the names and circumstances 
Biitioned in the memoir and correspondence, is imperfect, and ends with the death of 8ir Philip in 1818. The exact dates of the birtlis of Sir 
lilip^s children are inserted by him in one of liis folio letter books, containing Ictteib from his wife nceired in India, with the words, ‘ Peregre 
dions semper cogitat ant filii peccatimi, aut nxoris mortem, aul morbiim liliae.’ 
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SIR PHILIP FRANCIS, K.C.B. 

1 

CHAPTEE I 

EARLY YEARS. 

[ 1740 - 1758 .] 

Parentage and Family of Philip Francis — ITis Education at Rt. PauPs 
School — Appointed to a ( lerkship m the S«*crotary of State's GlHce 
by Lord Holland — His rdations with JNlr. (hrlcraft and Ilobert ^Vood— 
Acts as Secretary to General Pligli on his blxpedition to Cherbourg, 

Philip Francis, the subject of this biography, was a native 
of Ireland ; born in Dublin, October 22, 1740. Ilis 
father was Philip Francis, D.D., the w'cll-kuown translator 
of ‘ Horace,’ ‘ Demosthenes,’ and ‘ -.Eschines author of the 
tragedies of ‘ Eugenia ’ and ‘ Constantine,’ and of several 
political pamphlets during the ministries of Geoi’ge IL 
and George IH. The mother’s maiden name wLas Elizabeth 
Eowe, whose father claimed descent from Sir Thomas Eoe, 
the British ambassador to the Great Mogul in the reign of 
James L Whether she was a native of England or of 
the sister island is unascertained, and the date and place 
of her marriage are also unknown. The union probably 
took place in 1739, as in 1740 Dr. Francis was settled in 
a Dublin curacy, and was engaged on the press in the 
interest of ‘ the Castle.’ The Irish paternal family was of 
English origin, and Protestant; but when first trans- 
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planted to Ireland is doubtful. Its armorial boa, rings 
were tbe same as those of a West of England olan of the 
same surname, and whose genealogical root is assigned by 
the Herald’s office to have been honoured by kniglithood 
at the coronation of Eichard II. ; and the family tradition 
derived its origm from that part of England. The grand- 
father of young Erancis was John Francis, D.D., a tligni- 
tary of the Irish Church establishment, first rector and 
vicar of Innisconnaught ; with other after Imngs ; then 
Dean of Leighlin, and subsequently translated to the 
deanery of Lismore. Early m life the Dean had been 
ejected from his first living on account of his Tory princi- 
ples, but was reinstated. The Dean died in 1724, 
leaving a widow and five children, vii:., three sons, 
Eichard, Tench, and Philip, and two daughters, Mary 
and Ann. The bulk of his property, real and per- 
sonal, he bequeathed to the widow. The testament- 
ary legacies to the children were small : to Eicluird 
50^., Tench 150Z., Philip (Dr. P. Francis) 400^., and 
his books, ‘ and I desire that he may be a clergyman.’ 
— To his daughters he bequeathed 600/. each. Eichard 
was a pupil of the well-known Dr. Sheridan, of Dublin, 
and entered Trinity College, April 20, 1723, being d(>- 
saibed as aged eighteen years ; he was previously entered 
in the Middle Temple, London, June 80, 1719, and 
called to the bar of that Inn May 15, 1724. He is 
believed to have pursued his profession in London, and 
was the a,uthor of a law treatise, ‘ Maxims of Equity.’ 
He probably died early in life, as there is no letter to his 
brothers extant, or any mention of his manhood inter- 
course with his family. Tench emigrated to America ; 
married a Miss Tui-butt ; and became Eecorder of Phil-, 
adelphia. Tench’s son, Turbutt Francis, attained the rank ' 
of Colonel, apparently in the American Militia ; and was 
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killed ill tlic Wiir of Independeiu'e, fighliiig under 
Wiitihiiigtou. Teucli kjimcn.s left several other ehildren 
whose descendants are now multiplying in the Stales. 
One of Tench's daughters niari'ied iiames Tilghiuan, an 
eiuineiit lawyer of renusylvauia and secretary of the 
rropiictary Laud Oflice. James Tilghiuan was the father 
of the Hon. William Tilglunan, Chief Justice of Pennsyl- 
vania ; and of Hichard Tilghman, an intimate frieud of 
Sir Philip. 

Mary Francis, eklest daughter of the I\‘an, in January, 
1 72G, married John Daggv! Ms(i., of Dublin, in the Irish civil 
service. Py this marriage then' vrere I'our children : tiiree 
sous, Stephen, Philip, and lliehard; and one daughter, 
Mary. 

These details of the lineal and collateral descendants of 
the Dean have been recently collected, and are thus 
particularly stated, as his grandson Sir Philip maintained 
in early life an important and conlideiitiul correspondence 
with some of his cousins. 

Phili}) Francis, the subject of tliis memoir, the only child 
of his parents, early lo.'^t his mother ; in what Vi'ar is 
unknown. As he retained but a. sliglit recollection of 
her person, she probably died in l744-r), and his father 
appears to have removed from Dublin to Jamdon not 
long after that period. Dr. Francis had first published 
his translation of Iloraee in Dublin, 1743, but it had a 
limited circulation. Tu 1744, as an accomplished scholar 
and political writer, he became known to Lord Chester* 
held, the Lord-Lieutenaut of Ireland during tlie *■ Broad 
Bottom ’ administration. On that nobleman’s return to 
England, in 1746, it is probable that Dr. Francis settled 
in England, as he fimt published the entire translation of 
Ms Horace in London, in 1747. He hold an English 
rectory in Hoifolk in July, 1740, his Iiisli letters being 
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addressed to ‘The Ecv. Mr. Philip Francis, I’ec'tor of 
Skeyton, ia Norfolk, to be forwarded by Mr. Andrt'w 
Miller, Bookseller, opposite Catherine Street in tlu' 
Strand, London.’ He left his young son in nnv ttf his 
Dublin relations, to receive the first rudinu'iits of ednca - 
tion in a free school of which Mr. Eoo, an eminent 
schoolmaster (the successor of Dr. Duukin), was then 
the head. 

How long Philip continued under the tuition of l^fr. 
Eoe is not known ; but as in 17.51-2, Dr. Francis himself 
opened an academy for a few boarders of good family, 
his own son must have been for some time iimhu' his 
father, as Sir Philip claims to ha\-e been a scdioolfeilow 
of Gibbon. Now the historian of Eomo, in his admii'alile 
autobiography, states that he himself was placi'd under 
Dr. Francis when in his fifteenth year, and which must 
therefore have been some time in 1751-2, and continued 
with him for fourteen months. Gibbon, of an erratic and 
indolent turn of mind in Hs youth, not given to study as 
in maturer years, reflects on Dr. Francis for nogli‘ct of 
his pupils — perhaps unjustly or in exaggerated complaints. 
It could not, however, ‘be that the Doctor was inattentive 
to his own son. The stay of Philip with his father was 
probably partly on the score of health, and partly for 
preparation for a public school. Until his tweli'tli year 
Philip was of a delicate constitution, and requiring, from 
the quickness of his intellect and habit of mental applica- 
tion, much care. The irreparable loss of a mother had 
deprived him of that early and tender care for which 
there is no sufficient substitute. He had no step-mother, 
aunt, or elder female relative, to represent the tender 
love and watchfulness, or to inspire the instinctive affec- 
tions, of the child for a maternal natural parent. 

Such are the few details of the first twelve years of his 
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life, and of Ids early instruction in }>rivatG scliools. It 
is evident that his physical constitution was not strong, 
but tliat his natural ahilitie.s and spirit of emulation Avere 
above tliose of the average of boys. Ilis public school 
education now commenced, as a scholar of Bt. Paul’s 
School. 

The Piercers' Company’s records of that noble institu- 
tion founded by Pk.ax Colkt, register Philip’s entry in 
the folloAving minute of admission ; — 


Entries etjpied frem the registc'i* of St. Pmirs School at Mercer's 
Hull. 


Nov. 1^2. Ih'iivy Sampson Woodlall. ' 

‘ j 

March 1 7. Philip Francis. 1 12 


I^irent^s nanm^ Sfc, 

Henry, of Paternoster Pow, 
Ih'intt'r, ^Ir. TrifTpr. 

Tlie Pev. Philip, iStnithamp- 
ton St. Covi'iit Chirdeii, 


177)4 ^V ood fall. The two naiut'S stand together as the two 

March 0. 1 Idiilip i'ranci.N. J last bins in the eiji’hth or upper clasa, 
tAVoodfull leavt'H some time dariiifr 177>4.) 

17o7> Franci.s appears as third boy in the school. 

175d „ ,, as head boy, md leaves school during that year* 


But the young scholar was further fortunate in the 
tuition of Sir. Cieorge Tliicknesse, tlie head-master of the 
school from 17 48 to IT (>0.^ Mr. Thickuesse Avas a superior 
scholar ; a sagacious, conscientious, and laborious tutor. 
A true discijilinarian, he "was a just, kind, and considerate 
master, beloved by his pupils. The Fmdinefi of his mas- 
tership Avere reputed superior Latinists and Grecians, many 
of tliem in. after life becoming eminent in the learned pro- 
fessions, and successful in trade and commerce. 

In this narrative of Francis’ obligations to the coui-se 
of instruction in St. Paul’s School, it is not irrelevant to 

* Brother of the singular * Lieutenant-Governor of Landguard Fort/ 
I^hilip Thiclmesse* 
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add, tliat he acquired there a singularly fine, legible, and 
facile handwriting, an accomplishment of a well-educated 
gentleman, of the highest value to a youth, and which iact 
mil explain some otherwise mysterious feats of penmanship 
in his after life. In these times of comparatively illegible 
and vulgar male handwriting, and when it is too often 
difficult even to decipher the signatures to private letters, 
the attention of schoolmasters and young scholars may be 
advisably recalled to the importance of a restoration of 
this branch of rudimentary education. The Saxons of 
England were early eminent for penmanship ; and the 
later intx’odiiction of the Italian hand, numeral figures, 
and Venetian methods of book-keeping, greatly improved 
the English styles. The records of our public offices, 
and old mercantile correspondence of the last two cen- 
turies prove the early advance and excellence of this in- 
valuable ‘ liberal art.’ Peter Bales, who kept a writing 
academy in the Old Bailey, and taught the children of 
many persons of distinction at their own houses, was a 
celebrated penman, and the author of a curious work on 
the art. In a public trial of skill, with one Daniel 
Johnson, Bales won a prize of a golden pen worth 20/. 
Colonel John Ayres, a poor boy originally from the 
country, and a footman, became subsequently a celebrated 
writing-master, teaching a school in St. Paul’s Churchyard, 
and afterwards the author of several publications on pen- 
manship and account-keeping. He published in 1700 his 
‘ Paul’s School Eound-hand,’ and numerous copper-plates 
containing examples of the ‘ mixt running hand and mixt 
secretary.’ A later eminent writing-master, Joseph 
Champion, also author of several similar publications, was 
educated at St. Paul’s School. In 1709, Eayner published 
a work on calligraphy, with engraved examples, entitled 
‘ Paul’s Scholars’ Copy Book,’ dedicated to the Mercp-s’ 
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Company and to the Eev. John Postlethwait, then head- 
master of St. Paxil's School. A later edition contains also 
plates of Greek and IlebreAv letters, stated to be a))pi'oved 
by Mr. Postlethwait. Samuel Vaux xvas another eminent 
London writing-master, whose copies of various hands a 
few years later were engraved in ‘ Ihckman's Universal 
Penman.’ 

It Avas not, therefoi'c, to bo AA'ondered that a ccnituiy ago 
the scholars, especially of St. Ptud’s and Christ’s Hospital 
Schools AAmre noted for their capital xind uniform hand- 
Avriting, or that Francis, AA'ith his juvenile love of excel- 
lence and of excelling, did not neglect such a rudiment of 
essential education. 

Such were the unquestionable advantages and fortunate 
circumstances of Francis’s elementary eduetition. Five 
letters to Philij) from his father, during his three years 
and a half continuance at St. Paxil’s, comprise the only 
memorial of this hnpoi-tant piu-iod of his life, Xo letter 
from him to his father, or to any member of the ftimily, is 
extant. 

The two first letters of Dr. Francis are Avithout date or 
post-marks, but ai-e apparently Avritten in the earlier period 
of Philip’s scholarship. They are interesting and credit- 
able to the parent. 

J>i\ Franck fo Franck, 

I do not write to my dear Piiil. merely to tell him I have cheer- 
fully got to the end of my long Korthern journey ; nor even fur flic 
pleasure (to me the greatest pleasure) of hearing, in return, of his 
health and happiness. This letter, I hope, will open a correspon- 
dence between us, that may for over endear ns to each otlier. The 
years are coming on when youth and its activity, when age and its 
indolence, will make us cold companions, and very often divide us* 
Let us not wholly depend, my dearest boy, upon the affections of 
nature. Let us improve them into a mutual friendship and esteem 
bv a mnfnal tnist and confidpnee. aincpritv and f.rnfh 
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moment I offer you my whole heart, even all its weaknesses and 
frailties, without disguise, without reserve. 

Shall I expect the same equal confidence without hashfulness and 
timidity, without artifice and cunning ? My understanding may 
not then be unuseful to you. It was purchased by follies, errors, 
misfortunes, not my own only, but those of others. May you make 
a better, wiser, happier use of it, than I have done. But, if it shall 
happen otherwise ; if you shall be carried away by the passions and 
their wanderings, though the world shall condemn, your father will 
forgive you, will support, and encourage you to happiness. Give 
liim your friendship, and depend on his : let us love one another. 

Not to make this letter tedious even in its affection, let mo beg to 
hear from you. Tell me whether you are still pleased with your 
situation ; or can I add anything to your happiness ? [Do you often 
drink tea vdth Sally ? does she take care of you P] If Mr. Dormer 
be in town, go some holiday morning, and breakfast with him. Tell 
him I live in a palace with a French cook, French wines, and 
English hospitality. Could I say more, I would write to him. If 
there be any letters for me at home, send them under a cover to 
Francis Delaval, Esq., at Seaton near Newcastle, Northumberlaiid. 

Farewell, my dear boy ! may neither distance nor time divide us ; 
nor can they, while affection and esteem unite us. 

I am ever yours, 

Phil. Fbancis. 

My best compliments to Mr, and Mrs. Ely. I send you a trunk. 

Dr. Francis to Philip Francis. 

I thought, my dear Phil,, that we had agreed that our correspon- 
dence was to be above all forms, all apologies for not writing to 
each other. And yet I shall always bo glad to hear you are ■well, 
in spite of goosebeiTies, plums, and fevers. But I think you have 
got a special nostrum for a fever ; Jew Latin must cool as effec- 
tually as Doctor James’s Powders. 

I rejoice with you at being so long head of your class, and I 
hope you will enjoy your superiority over your class-fellows by 
condescension, compliance, and, if they desire it, by assisting them. 
Genius and abilities are in general very happy possessions ; yet an 
injudicious use of them makes the possessor odious, and sometimes 
even contemptible. In learning, whoever knows and sees most is 
most humble, from a sense of the darkness and ignorance around 
him. Be it your lot; my dear boy, to bo amiable rather than 
admired, envied, and hated. When you come into the -world, you 
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must liide wliatevev superiorily yon possess, if yon would turn it to 
advantage. Few ])eople, Axry few, will forgive an insult to the 
generality of mankind ; it really lowers tliem, and tliey will take 
exceeding care it shall not exalt yon, . . . 

As to moving into a higher Form, I could not wish yon would 
press Mr, Tlncknesse by showing any impatience in your desire. 
Think, my dear Phil., that it is not being in any particular place, 
but the figure you shall make there, — that gives the distinction of 
honour, in life, as in plays, we cannot all play ])rincipal characters. 
Let us, then, eiideavom* to excel in that which is allotted to iis. 
Farewell ! if yon have as nuicli ]>ieasurc in reading, as I have in 
writing, will easily forgive this very long epistle. 

I am ever yours, 

Phil. Fiuxois, 


From this year till Philip left the school iu 1756, 
there is no record of his progress, exce])t that lie was 
entered in the Mercei’s’ Company’s minutes as then the 
head hoy or captain. His predecessor in that rank was 
Philip Eoseuluigcu, of a Danish family, his contempor- 
ary, though senior. The two boys had been class-fellows 
and friends, though of wholly dissimilar characters. Mr. 
Tliicknesse alway.s mentioned the two pupils as the most 
naturally clever boys aud the best scholars of his entire 
term of mastership. But he stiid llosenhagen had neither 
perseverance nor moral conduct, whereas Francis had 
both, and consequently woidd get the start of the other 
in the race of life. Both, lie said, had sb-ong pas.sions ; 
but that Francis could control them, wliilo Eosenhagen 
would probably bo the victim of his. This chai'acter of 
the two youths was given to Dr. Francis. The just ob- 
servation and penetration of the schoolmaster were remark- 
ably verified when they grew up to bo men, as will 
be seen in the after facts and contrast in tlie singular 
careers of both. No portraits of two boys could be 
greater likenesses of their manhood. 

Eosenhagen, obtaining a St. Paul’s Exhibition to Cam- 
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bridge, was entered in St. John’s College. It does not 
appear by the Mercers’ Company’s records that young 
Prancis was offered or declined an exhibition. It may 
be regretted that so promising a youth, and so good a 
scholar, should not have had the advantage and further 
discipline of university culture ; to which, in Trinity 
College, Dublin, Dr. Francis himself was chiefly indebted 
for his own advancement in hfe. On the other hand, it 
may be a question whether a boy of his peculiar tempera- 
ment, delicate health, and full young for college, was not 
as well placed in a public office both for health of body 
and independence of mind. The vis anhni of some 
youths of the characteristics of Philip Francis, is their own 
best propeller and rudder ; while his fother could aid 
him in his further classical studies and reading, as well as 
insure him probable early promotion in the civil service. 
Philip left St. Paxil’s School, receiving an honorary mark of 
distinction in a gold medal, in token of his proficiency in 
the classics and for good conduct. 

Lady Francis relates, in her MS. reminiscences of 
her husband, some curious anecdotes of his juvenile 
shrewdness and observing mind. Dr. Francis took his 
boy one night to Di’ury Lane Theatre. In an interval 
of the play Lord Chesterfield entered their box and re- 
mained some time in conversation with the father. The 
noble Lord, decked in a star and blue ribbon, talking 
loudly, and acting as much as if he had been on the stage 
himself, attracted the attention not only of a pax’ty in the 
adjoining box but more distant listeners. The noble 
paragon of courtesy and fine words indulging in polite 
conversation with the Doctor, as usual, paused for some 
felicitous word. In one of his Lordship’s stops young 
Philip promptly supplied the properly-considered word — 
the noble Lord adopting it — ^with the preface of a bow 
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aud the remark, ^ As the yoxmg gentleman has 
reetly said.' On another occasion, the father aceoinpanied” 
by the son, Avent Avitli an exmiiing jxarty by Avater to 
Yauxhall, and told Philip that a distinguished military 
officer. Sir William Dra])er, Avas A\'ith them, and Avhose 
manners he considered a model of good breeding and 
Avorthy of imitation. Sir William A\-as in bill uniform. 
Young Francis obseiTed him attenti\’ely all the Avay to 
the gai'dens. The Doctor, on landing, asked his son if he 
did not think Sir William a fine gentleman : ‘ No, I 
don’t,’ he ausAvered ; ^ I think he says Avhat he does not 
mean.’ ‘ And Avhy ? ’ asked the Doctor : ‘ Decause,’ Avas 
the boy’s ansAver, ' he lu'ver looks one full in the face, 
and that is neither polite nor honest, is it, lather 9 ' The 
Doctor rebuked him for presumption, but often after- 
Avards narrated the two stories us proofs of his son’s early 
discrimination of character. 

It is only justice to the memory of young Philip Francis’ 
eminent schoolmaster — and the scholar, it Avill be seen in 
an after volume, most gratefully, in his manhood, apyire- 
ciated his obligations to this St. Paul’s ])receptor — to record 
some special anecdotes to the credit of the instructor. 
Mr. Thicknesse Avas a member of an old Staffordshire 
family ; he Avas educated at Winchester, aud therefore 
from his boyhood trained in the discipline of a public 
school. After graduating at Cambridge, and as a younger 
son having to seek his own fortune, he Avas first an usher 
at Clare’s Academy in Soho S(|uaro. IlaAung the reputa- 
tion of being one of the best classical scholara in England, 
he opened an establishment for the tuition of youtli in 
Charter House Square. The chaplainship of St. Paul’s 
school being vacant, bo Avas appointed to that office by 
the Mercers’ Company, chosen on October” 3, 1737. ■ In 
1744 he was chosen sub-master ; and the high-mastership 
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being vacant, in 1748, by tlie resignation of Dr. Charles, 
he was raised to the latter high and responsible position. 
The Mercers’ Company honourably complied with Dean 
Colet’s statute which decreed ‘ that if the under-master 
be m literature and in honest life according, then the 
high-master's room vacant, let him be chosen before an- 
other.' The school at his election was in a declining 
state. Under Mr. Thicknesse’s conduct it not only revived 
but received pupils from aU parts of the kingdom. The 
records of Oxford and Cambridge in a few years attested 
the university honours obtained by St. Paul’s scholars. 
In the first year of his mastership 145 scholars were 
entered, aud the whole number, to his superannuation in 
1769, was 1,308. He was beloved by all his pupils, and 
retained their grateful aud affectionate friendship to the 
close of his bfe. His discrimination of the moral and 
intellectual natures of his diffei’eiit scholars was one of his 
highest qualifications for a teacher of youth. He was 
accustomed to say that the boys of a school were not like 
the bricks of the school-house all moulded in one form ; 
that his pupils differed widely in powers and direction of 
mind, in temper and temperament, and in the physical 
conditions of health ; that some boys had no talent for 
the acquisition of the dead languages, and that a master 
must be content with their elementary instruction, as the 
birch and cane would not alter nature. 

Young Philip Francis, on leaving St. Paul’s School, was 
appointed to a junior clerkship in the Secretary of State’s 
Office by Henry Fox (the first Lord Holland), then one of 
the three prmcipal secretaries of state in the Duke of 
Newcastle’s ministry.- 

Dr. Francis had been, when his son obtained his first 
clerkship, almost domiciled in Holland House, and was 
afterwards appointed private Chaplain to Lady Holland, 
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Yoimg Philip, iu tlio fragments of his own autobiography 
(twenty yeai's afterwards), states that his father, Dr. 
Prancis, ‘almost lived at Holland House, and was the 
friend and favourite of the family. He taught Stephen 
and Charles Fox to read, and Lady Sarah Lennox and 
Lady Susan to declaim.' Young Francis was an occa- 
sional visitor in Holland House at this ])eriod. Dr. Francis 
had not only written and published anonymous political 
pamphlets in the interest of Henry Fox and his ministe- 
rial colleagues, but was for some years one of the editors 
of and contribntoi’s to the ‘ Gazette ’ daily newspaper, in 
the interest of the coiut and government. He enjoyed 
Henry Fox’s full conlidence, and deserved it as a faithful 
partisan ; but except in tlie small prn\'ision thus made 
for Philip, Fox cannot be called the patron of the father, 
Dr. Francis not having obtained his subsecpient Church 
patronage from Lord Holland.^ 

Mr. -John Calci’aft, a second well-known public man of 
the period, for many years was Henry Fox’s most con- 
fidential person and political ally, and must be hei’e men- 
tioned as one of Dr. Francis’ earliest Lozidon associates, 
who twelve years afterwards became the confidential 
political friend of the young Philip Francis. 

Mr. John Calcraft, thougli placed early in life in 
the civil service, and filling secondary offices iu different 

^ The political activity of T)r. Francis as a journalist of course accounts 
for the savage attacks directed against him by Churchill; as ' the atheist 
chaplain of an atheist lord/ if that line in the ^ Author ’ is meant for him — 
‘ While Virtue to nay conduct witness hours, 

In throwing off the gown which Francis wears/ 

But the composition of. Churchill is so obscure; partly from want of 
preciseness and partly from caution; that it is not always easy to identify his 
allusions. It would seem that the ^reverend mediator ^ who was employed 
ineffectually by a ^ noble lord ’ to bribe Churchill not to publish some lines 
entitled ^Ayliffe’s Ghost/ must have been Br* Francis. See Note to the 
^ Epistle to Hogarth/— [Editor.] 



14 MEMOIfiS OP SIR PHILIP PRANCIS. [17o6 

aclmiuistrations, could not be cousidered as a leading 
political mail of bis times. But his experience in public 
life, liis early acquired wealth, his natural sagacity, and 
great ‘ borough iuterest,’ invested him with a considerable 
share of personal influence and power, especially as he 
sate successively in several parliaments. Mr. Calcraft 
knew the value and power of the London journals and 
‘ entertained ’ their proprietors and best political writers. 
His City connections further procured him the intimacy of 
the leading members of the Court of Aldermen and Com- 
mon Council of London — an influential jaolitical body. 
He was the son of a solicitor of Grantham, of respect- 
able family and of reputable practice, and town-clerk 
of Grantham, his father being the election agent of the 
Butlaud political interest in that borough. The Marquis 
of Granby procured young John Calcraft a clerkship in 
the Pay Office or Commissariat department. With a fair 
provincial education the young government clerk, by his 
talents and assiduity, afterwards raised himself to the office 
of Heputy Paymaster-General. Forming the friendsln[j 
of Henry Fox, Mr. Calcraft beaime one of that ministei-’s 
most confidential political partisans. But he ultimately 
gave up office to found an army agency and quasi- 
banking establishment. He held the agency of many 
regiments, and of several independent companies. Ho 
contracted for the coals and clothing of the colonies. 
The offices of Paymaster of the Board of Works, and 
Deputy Commissary of the Musters, had given him great 
advantages in subsequently obtaining business connections 
with the colonies, and all the principal offices of the 
army. His probity and punctuality in all his pecuniary 
engagements were universally acknowledged. Noblemen 
of the highest rank, and of different poi-ties, consulted him 
on their private and domestic affairs ; and he was liberal 
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in giving temporary accommodation to all his connections 
in need of pecuniary aid. When at least five noble 
families of England, after the long German Avar, derived 
their aristocratic origin, estates and titles, from Aveaith ac- 
cumulated in similar legitimate and trading pursuits, it is 
no maivel that illr. Calcraft’s later and justiliable ambi- 
tion Avuis a peerage. He had earned and nearly gained 
admission to the upper house, Avhen dcalh arrested his 
entrance. 'VWiateA'er his earlier ])olitical ri'laiions to 
parties, he attached himself lastly to Lord Chatiiam in 
opposition ; he reconciled that passionate and haughty 
nobleman to his brotlier-in-laAV, Lord Tenpile ; and his 
last votes were, after 1770, invariably giAam in favour of 
the liberty of the subject and PaiiianKaitary lleform ; he 
publicly bailed the victims of a persecuted jiress Avhen 
a crusade Avas jireached against iiolitical ])ublishers ; 
and his purse Avas alAV'uys at their service for defence. 
In middle and after life lie Avas in ‘ gay ’ society, a 
gallant, and frequented the greenrooms. He Avas be- 
hind the scenes not only of LoAvning Street but of the 
London theatres, an'd celelmited in scandalous chronicles 
as for some time one of the ^ protectors’ of the celebrated 
George Anne Bellamy,’- one of the most attractiA’e and 


^ Tins modern Lais and conrtosaii was tlie daupditer of an eminent farmer, 
one of tlie Society of Friends, of the name of Teal,, who rented at Sion, 
near Maidstone, extensive hop-jrrounds. The daughter was liroug-ht up a 
Quakeress, but losin^^ her father in her infancy, and her mother, beautiful 
and a widow, not being the most moral of her sex, the daughter followed 
the ni<aternal example, and changed her prim habits and sectarian faith 
in a Paris convent school. Her Memoirs were originally written end 
dressed from materials she supplied, by a geiitlemau of Covent Garden 
Theatre, and published iu one volume 12mo in 17*S5. They were afterwards 
extended to five volumes, and entitled ‘ An Apology- for the fife of George 
Anne Bellamy, late of Co vent Garden Theatre. Wiitten by Herself. 37so.’ 
And several editions rapidly followed. Although abounding in tiction, and 
calumnies on private and public men, and on tlie highest memhers of her 
own .profession, the work is, nevertheless, a very curious record of the 
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popular actresses of lier day. Her extravagant expense 
and debts, however, compelled Mr. Calcraft to separate 
from her, and tlie lady had her revenge in the publication 
of her so-called Memoirs. For some time this lady did 
the honours of Mr. Calcraft’s table, his ‘ good dinners ’ 
being frequented by many leading political and hterary 
men. Dr. Fi’ancis was frequently one of the guests, as 
was occasionally liis son. The Doctor, as a divine, and 
intimate friend of Mr. Calcraft, received his share of 
abuse in the Memoirs. The actress had played the 
principal female characters in Dr. Francis’ unsuccessful 
tragedies, and therefore she had materials for her abuse 
and ridicule of the reputed author. 

There is no record to be found in the Treasury records 
of the day or month of this first civil appointment of 
young Philip, or of his first salary. The pay of a junior 
clerk on first entry is said to have been usually only 40^. 
or 60Z. per annum. 

The three Secretaryships of State formerly comprised 
the ‘ Northern Department,’ the ‘ Southern Department,’ 
and the ‘ Department of the Colonies.’ The documents and 
official records of these several extinct departments have 
been so mixed and partially destroyed tliat it is almost 
impossible to discover pai'ticular appointments of clerks. 


generally loose and scandalous manners of her time. Mr. Calcraft had 
died many years before the publication. lie had repeatedly paid her debts, 
and after their separation allowed her an annuity. Among his papers exists 
a letter from the actress, after the dissolution of their connection, admitting 
in the most contrite terms her boundless extravagance and her gratitude. It 
is almost needless to say that she died in poverty. Mr. Calcraft was not 
her first ^ protector.’ Of the same type of biographical worthlessness are 
the Memoirs of Miss Arabella Bolton (1770), against Mr. C. Luttrell, then 
member for Middlesex, and the Memoirs of Anne (Nancy) Parsons (1709), 
the mistress of the young Duke of Grafton. Yet it is on such loose and 
false authority as Anne Bellamy’s Memoirs, that aspersions have been cited in 
after times against tbe public character of Mr. Calcraft and Dr. Francis. 
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In 1757-S Dr. Frauds dedicated to Mr. Fox liis trans- 
lation of Demosthenes and JSschines. It was published by 
subscription. Among the subscribers’ names appear those 
of the Dukes of Bedford, Grafton, Newcastle, and Eich- 
mond ; the Marquis of Granby ; the Earls of Hillsborough, 
Ilchester and Eochfort ; Lord George Saekville, Lord 
Chesterfield (fifty copies) ; Lords Boliugbroke, Barrington, 
Frederick Cavendish, Waldegrave and Lyttelton ; Lord 
Mansfield, the Eight Honourable Henry Fox, the Honour- 
able Charles Townsend, Horace Walpole, Eobert Wood, 
Eichard Eigby, Mr. Thic-kaesse, master of St. raid’s School, 
Mr. Calcraft, Colonel CUnvering, Andrew Mitchell, &c. 
Many of these public men were friends or acquaintances of 
Dr. Francis. The son therefore was earty initiated in the 
characters of the leading political and literary men of the 
day. Mr. Calcraft in London kept ojien house, where 
Dr. Francis frequently, and Ids sou occasionally, dined with 
many of the leading political and literary men of the day. 
Lord Chesterfield, Sir William Draper, Foote, Garrick, 
were among the guests of the great army contractor. 
At this period, when Dr. Francis dined at home, it was 
customaiy for men of his class to frequent coffee-houses 
in the evenings for tea or supper and conversation, and 
often for the ammsemeut of card-playing. 

Young Philip’s initiation in the official duties of a minor 
clerkship — in copying, exandning, endorsing and red- 
taping government correspondence and papers — was of 
course the usual routine ; with intervals for gossip with 
fellow-clerks and intermittent reading of newspapers. 
But his clerical labours again formed new habits^ of value 
to him in after life. He was an early riser, and at this 
time usually living in his father’s house, and alone most 
evenings, he still pursued witlr lu’dour his classical and 
literary studies; having the great advantage of his 
VOL. I. 
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father’s direction and eminent attainments. It was natu- 
ral that a father should idolise such a son and indulge in 
the most sanguine expectations of the boy’s rise in life. 
Philip, although a youth of sanguine temperament, strong 
passions, and indomitable will, possessed great power of 
self-control ; nor does he appear at this critical period to 
have given his father any cause of anxiety in his moral 
or general conduct. Latin was his favourite classical 
study, and he applied himself particularly to the acquisi- 
tion of the French language. He appears early to have 
coveted diplomatic employment. His first small savings 
were laid out at book-stalls, in tlie purchase of second- 
hand books. In these early purchases he commonly 
wrote his name on the front leaf with the date of the 
year. 

Philip’s talents, classical knowledge, and- application 
were known to Robert Wood (a friend of Dr. Francis’), 
then Secretary of the Treasury,^ and he did not long await 
preferment in the public service. • 

On the overthrow of the pure Newcastle ministry, in 
1757, the first Pitt again headed a new administration ; 
ultimately joined by his Grace. In June of that year, the 
country being plunged in the disasters of war, Pitt was 
again called to the councils of his Sovereign. It cannot 
be questioned that whatever were the defects of the 
‘ great commoner,’ and his extreme anti-Gallican mania, 
he was the man for the situation. His genius, his decision 
of character, his industry, his eloquence in the Senate, 
his rapid action in mihtary and naval successes, and his 
firmness under reverses, marked him as the essential 

^ Afterwards Under-Secretary of State under Mr. Pitt, 1758-1763, and 
again in 1768. The well-known autliorof an Essay on the Genius of Homer, 
and description of the Euins of Palmyra. The mysterious termination of 
his life is alluded to in the ^ Fragment of Autohiography,* (Appendix.) 
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minister of tlie crown and the people. And although 
naturally an aristocrat, and overmucli a war minister, he 
was nevertheless a politician of popular and constitutional 
principles. Mr. Wood of the Treasury continued the 
right-hand man of the new Premier. On the ill-success 
of the expedition of Admirals Hawke, Knowles, Bi'oderick, 
and General Mordaunt to the coasts of France, with the 
object of destroying Brest. Eodifort, and other ports, the 
new ministry organised another naval and military force, 
chiefly designed for the destruction of the batteries, 
forts, and tovra of Cherbourg, on wdiich port the French 
Government had expended a million sterling. Lord 
Howe was the Admiral of the fleet, and General Bligli 
commander of the militaiy forces. A secondary object 
of this expedition was, to efiect a diversion in favour of- 
the great Frederick of Prussia by diverting and oc- 
cupying part of the rnilituiy resources of France in defence 
of its ports and sea coast. Francis’ sure friend and patron, 
Mr . Wood, procured for him the office of secretary to 
General Bligh, to which his intelligence and general fit- 
ness only could have entitled him at so very early an 
age as eighteen. His knowledge of the French language, 
and his remarkable aptitude of composition, made full 
amends also for his want of yeai's. Seldom had a youtli 
been advanced to so singular and responsible a public 
position. Though the results of the expedition, on the 
whole, disappointed the ministry and the country, the young 
secretary derived great advantages from the experience 
of fife, and of military affairs. 

Secret instructions were drawn up by Htt, in the King’s 
name, of the date of the 18th July (1758), and communi- 
cated as directions to General Bligh. The command of 
the land forces had been refused by other general officers, 
and General Bligh reluctantly accepted it. So many 
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commanders had been ‘ victimised ’ for ill-success in our 
many ill-fated expeditions abroad, that such commands 
were seldom coveted, but commonly absolutely avoided. 

The troops destined for the Cherbourg expedition, and 
the convoy of ships of war with the transport vessels, ren- 
dezvoused at the Isle of Wight. The minister’s injunctions 
expressly directed an attack on the batteries, forts, and 
town. If a complete demolition of them was effected, or 
failed. General Bligli was ordered to ‘ proceed to carry a 
warm alaim along the coast of France and to make des- 
cents on any part or parts thereof; and to attack any 
place that may be found practicable, from the easternmost 
point of Hormandy, as far westward as Morlaix, inclusive.’ 
A further express direction ordered General Bligh to 
preserve communication rvith the fleet. Lastly, his in- 
structions directed the General, in c-ase events or necessity 
required the fleet and forces to leave the coasts of France 
before order to that effect from England, to return home, 
and to land the troops ‘ at such of our ports as shall be 
most convenient.’ 

PMlip Francis will best narrate his own civilian’s story, 
so far as given by the few letters to his father preserved. 
Ilis first announcing his arrival at Portsmouth : — 

Dear Sir, — I arrived liere last night at eight o'clock, after a very 
rainy journey ; it thundered -violently all tho afternoon. I imme- 
diately -waited on the General, who received mo very well, and I 
shall breakfast -with him this morning. He was sorry ho could 
not lodge me in the same house with him ; hut every hod was 
occupied. 

The troops are embarking with all speed. I know nothing of 
this place, having not seen it hy daylight ; but I am going to try 
my fortune : and shall write to you every day. 

I am youi’S sincseredy, 

P. Feascis. 

■Waiiam says he does not know whether he lay on a bed or not 
last night; ' Direct to me at the ."Vine at Portsmouth. 
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A second lotlor of the Doctor’s, dated 27th. is 
fc>llows, endorsed by the son as received on the 2'.)tli : — 

D/', Fran eh to Philip. 

Mj dear Phil., — Let me thank yon for yonr letfors, and ho]>eyou 
have received mine, witli yonr Table of Fees. 1 belu^ve yon nni-^t 
think no more of beini^ Judge (a second DanitJ nu)st certainh ). 
Though I detest quotations — " Qnid ntlrouf htiniorl,' is no unwise 
motto ; and I am a little appreliensive yon neitlun* know yonr own 
weakness (for if yon please, read ihfih) nor the 

weight yon are atteni])ting to raise. ’Tis foolish io bt‘ found out. 
and should be punished, like a Lacedemonian tludt. To talk w ith- 
out simile — never put forth your %vholo abilities, Ho\vt‘V(u\ at 
present your General must apply for yonr commission to the Jtulge- 
Advocate here, who will send all 2 )i‘oper instructions, ddu* r(‘st is 
wishes for success. 

You know mo all affection yonr 

Phil. Fuvxeis. 

We talk here of the King of P.^s Generalship lie has isut 

between Count Daun and his great maga/.ine, — Iday I i<‘ll \ou that 
you begin your letters too near the top ; that io evcanlarly lad inv 
you should write words at length — <&, nnfb da*., yon, yom\ lu% him, 
<Scc.; and should begin with capitals.^ You will forgivt^ nu^ Pray 
remember your compliments to Mr. Calcraft. Me suredy dtwrves 
your attention. Farewell I 

London, 27th July, 175S. 


Intervening its receipt, Philip informed the Doclor 
of his arrival at St. Helen’s. 

The first result of this expedition wa.s successful ; 
Cherbourg being captured and temporarily hold, it.'! foni- 
fications much damaged, and all the shipping in tlie roads 
and port destroyed. The forts mounted 150 ])iece.s of 
cannon. It was the first enterprise on the coast of Fniiice 
(in later times) which had really succeeded. Biit tlio 
weather soon became adverse, and fearing the llect might 
be obliged to put to sea, General Bligh, following his 

To this instruction Francis religiously adhered in almost all the JIS.'S. 
which he has left behind him. Junius followed the same practice. It whs, 
however, much more usual then than now. 



22 


MEMOIES OF SIR PHILIP FRANCIS. 


[1758 


instructions, recrossed the channel, abandoning further 
attempts against other ports. Unfortunately a letter of 
Philip Francis to his father of the 16th August, detailing 
the fall of Cherbourg, is not among the family papers. 
But the following letter mentions some particulars : — 

Essex, Portland Eoad, August 19, 1758. 

Doar Sir, — wrote to you on the 16th by the ‘ Success.’’ She did 
not sail till yesterday raorning. We are now within a quarter of a 
mile of English land. What would I give to go ashore, to taste 
fresh butter ! We shall anchor here in expectation of a fair wind ; 
and then for France again. It is g-enerally agreed we have done 
the French above 1,200,000Z. worth of damage. Fifty- three mines 
were sprung at Cherbourg and the forts near it, with onr own 
powder, 103 iron cannon and three iron mortars destroyed ; twenty- 
two brass cannon and two brass mortars shipped ; about thirty 
vessels burnt in the harbour ; contributions exacted to near 3,000/. ; 
a large sum considering the poverty of the place, and the additional 
losses it sustained from pillaging, &c. 

I send you a copy of two inscriptions found on the Basin. Should 
we succeed in our next attempt, the General’s recommendation may 
be of use to me ; and at present I think I am well in his opinion. 
At any rate this expedition will be of the greatest advantage to me. 

We hear by the newspapers and private letters, that all our suc- 
cess is attributed to the Commodore ; I assure you he had no other 
hand in it, than in covering the landing and re- embarkation ; which 
he performed with the greatest judgment.* Pray undeceive people. 

I am, dear sir, yours truly, 

P, Francis. 

ily compliments attend Mr. Oalcraft. I really have not been 
able to keep any journal since we landed. What happened hefoiv 
was not worth sending. The ‘ Maidstone ’ yesterday took a French 
piivateer, near Alderney. I shall share the prize-money. Our loss 
on shore does not amount to twenty men.^ 

The results of tbe further razzias of this expedition were 
not advantageous or in the end very creditable to the 

^ It would seem, from Mr. Francis sharing the prize-money, that his 
appointment* must have been that of Miliim'y Secretary to the General. If 
so, is not this unusual f The appointment was obtained through Mr. 
Oalcraft, as appeal's from a former letter omitted, in which I)r. Francis 
reminds his son that he owes it to Mm, as well as to Mr. Wood* 
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Biitisli arms. St. Malo was unapproachable, and the 
coasts of France in general better guarded than had been 
anticipated. Indeed the General complained sorely of Avaut 
of the most ordinary information on the real state of the 
ports and their defences. Nor was Lord Howe much 
.better cognisant of the pilotages and anchorages of the 
fleet. After the fall and destruction of Cherbourg the 
French troops could be spared for the protection of Nor- 
mandy. They could easily mov^e from Granville to other 
parts of the coast, that town being held by a large French 
force. The British troops landed first at St. Lunaire, but 
destroyed only twenty small vessels and a few inconsiderable 
forts on that part of the coast. In reconnaissances of other 
smaller ports, they found all the cannon and munitions of 
war wisely removed. Nevertheless, again landing in the 
district of St. Cas the first week in September, the troops 
immediately found themselves in the neighbourhood of 
superior French forces ; Lord Howe reporting immediately 
afterwards the weather to be so unsettled and the sea so 
rough, that he deemed it dangerous for the fleet to remain 
longer on that part of the coast. The Admiral accordingly 
took the ships to St. Cas bay for safety, the troops march- 
ing for the same place. In the re-embarkation, about 
700 British troops were killed or Avounded; and nearly 
500 made prisoners. This disaster occurred on the 11th 
September. The only set-off was, the usual comfort : 
‘ the number of killed and wounded of the enemy, accord- 
ing to their most moderate accounts, was more than double 
ours.’ ^ 

General Bligh unjustly suffered' by this subsequent ill- 

^ See the ^ London Gazette/ Augiist 13 and Septemher 18, 1758. Also 
'A Letter from the Hon. L — — ^1 B — gh to the Bt Hon. W, P — 
&e., 1758. Also, An Examination of a Letter/ 1758. And the 
newspaper controversy, April 1758-94 
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success. He escaped a court-martial, but was coldly 
received at Court. Indeed he was obliged to disclaim all 
participation in the publication of Mr. Pitt’s instructions 
and of all publications in explanation of bis military 
conduct. 

The little summary of Francis’ relations to this memor- 
able expedition, is that he perused the meagi’e despatches 
of General Bligh ; that he was verbally reprimanded for 
being in the trenches before Cherbourg as no part of his 
civilian duty, and that he re-embarked finally with the 
retreating troops, preserving a whole skin and his bones 
unbroken. In after life, Francis (according to his wife) 
always mentioned the Bligh exploit in Cherbourg as 
‘much like many other of our expeditions, ill-combined 
and worse executed, our movements often the counterpart 
of an unskilful game of chess and the ‘ enemy commit- 
ting equal mistakes or giving us credit for deep-laid 
designs, and not taking advantage of our own blunders ! ’ 

His service, however, netted him much experience. 
It was a valuable gain of knowledge, and he found it in 
after life a useful preparation for the War Office, and the 
rule of India. 

Mr. Wood had kindly left his Whitehall clerkship 
vacant, and he resumed his ordinary duties on his return 
to London. For eighteen months he plodded on in this 
mere clerical work, but he had always faith in himself, and 
applied most of his leisure and time in the study of the 
classics, and particularly in reading history, and the consti- 
tutional system of his own country. It does not appear 
that he kept any journal at tins time. Hone is extant or 
mentioned by him, and no letters from this period to tlie 
close of 1759 exist. 
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CIIAPTEE II, 

PORTUGUESE MISSION. — LOVE x\ND MARRIAGE. 

[-Et. 20-2:L] 

Francis goes to Portugal as Socretnry to Lord Ivinnoul, 17G0, and 
returns — TIis Studies and Literary Conipositious — Engagement and 
Marriage with iMiss iMacrahie, 17Gi— LTnder Lord Egrcmont as 
Secretary for tlio Nortliorn Department, 17()2 — First Clerk in the 
War Office, 1702 — Resignation of Lord Bute^ and consequent Politi- 
cal Changes, 17G*‘>. 

Tub next eventful era in Francis’ life, and the tumincr 
point of Ids official education, knowledge of the world, 
and proficiency in modern languages, was his appoint- 
ment, in January 17(K), as secretary of Lord Kinnoul’s 
special embassy to the court of Portugal. Although «his 
&ther at this time was attached to the personal interest 
and household of Lord Holland, that statesman had no 
status in the ministiy, and was only Paymaster of the 
Forces. Philip Francis was, at this time, personally un- 
known to Mr. Pitt, the then Secretary of State for the 
Northern Department and real head of the ministry ; nor 
had he any personal relations whatever with the Grenville 
section in office. * Mr. Wood’s estimate of his young friend 
and his recommendation of him to Mr. Pitt, sblely ob- 
tained the preferment. Francis was indeed unknown to 
the entire cabinet, except Lord Holland. 

Portugal at this period had long fallen in the scale of 
European nations. Constitutional government had been 
suspended since the year 1G08. No civilised nation could 
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well have become, throughout all classes to the monarch, 
more debased. An oligarchy of nobles arbitrarily and 
venally governed the country, fiUing every office of the 
state. A host of clergy, insolent and ambitious, contri- 
buted to pauperise and misteach the laity. The Jesuits, 
rich and intriguing, were no longer, as in their earlier 
order, good teachers of learning, and examples of Chris- 
tian virtues, but were degenerated usurpers of political 
power. Trade and commerce were decayed, and the 
colonial possessions of the state were grossly mismanaged. 
The reign of John V., a hypocritical pietist and a profli- 
gate, completed the ruin of the public finances. 

A weak son of the deceased sovereign, wholly in- 
experienced in public affairs, succeeded to the Portu- 
guese throne in 1750. Happily for the nation, Joseph 
Sebastian de Carvalho e Mello, more commonly known as 
the Marquis of Pombal, early obtained the confidence of 
the new king, and for a quarter of a century was the 
virtual prime minister of the new monai’ch. Oai’valho 
was called the Sully of Portugal. This paramount minis- 
ter was surrounded by the same accumulated and almost 
insuperable difficulties which beset the government and 
ministries of Henry IV. of France. Large and charitable 
allowances ought ever to be made for statesmen so 
placed. 

On November 1, 1755, almost on the commencement 
of Carvalho’s administration, the great earthquake of 
Lisboa nearly destroyed that splendid capital. At the 
risk of his life, the active, strong-minded minister hurried 
to the city of ruins, aird throughout the most trying 
scenes of desolation was a ministering angel in help and 
succour of the unfortunate citizens. The Jesuit opponents 
of Carvalho and the bitter enemies of his liberal po- 
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licy, impressed the people -with the idea that the earth- 
quake ‘ was a divine infliction for the impiety of the 
minister and his supporters ; ’ and they prophesied that 
a similar dreadilil convulsion would be repeated on the 
same day of the following year. 

Under this able and courageous minister, the city of 
Lisbon was, after several years, rebuilt and greatly beau- 
tified; the country comparatively prospered and was 
certainly better governed tlian for a century before. 

In Portugal, so circumstanced, young Francis was now 
destined to pass some months of his furtlier early career 
in life. The above brief particulars of the conition of 
the Portuguese nation at the period of the embassy of 
Lord Xinnoul, will explain the influences of this secre- 
taryship on the mind of such a youth as Francis, and 
will also account for tlie impressions he received on the 
evils of despotism, and an abused Catholic system of 
religion. 

The embassy was designed by Pitt, ostensibly, as a 
compliment of the British king to the sovereign and 
royal family of Portugal on the approaching marriage of 
Don Joseph, But our minister had also other purposes 
in view. Portugal had maintained a strict neutrality in 
the great continental war then raging. We were from 
mutual interests ancient allies. Indeed England was 
charged with holding Portugal in leading-strings, and of 
destroying the independence of the country. Our resident 
ambassador at Lisbon, Mr. Hay, had reported intrigues 
of the French envoy there, supported also by Home, in 
the endeavour to tempt Portugal to join with France 
in the war. Pitt, of course, thought by this projected 
embassy to counterbalance Gallican designs. Moreover, 
the court of Lisbon had taken offence at Admiral Bos- 
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cawen’s attack and capture of the French fleet of Admiral 
de la Clue, almost under the guns of the Portuguese 
fortress. A strong remonstrance had been received from 
Carvalho on this alleged violation of the law of nations, 
and the rights of neutral powers. 

Two large unpublished folio volumes of MSS. in our 
State Papers, contain full and particular records of the 
Ivinnoul embassy ; comprising copies of all Pitt’s letters 
and the entire of the EaiTs diplomatic communications to 
Pitt. The latter are mostly in the hand-writing of Francis, 
who himself preserved copies of all the more impor- 
tant documents connected with the mission. Extracts of 
these details, and of the secondary objects of the missi(^n, 
are irrelevant to a biography of Francis. His personal 
history as secretaiy, and his own private account of this 
embassy, are the more primary and intei’esting part of 
his ‘ Life and Correspondence.’ These ‘ State Papers,’ 
and Lord Kinnours letters to Pitt, show that the British 
Ambassador, like his secretary, was almost a tyro in 
diplomacy. Lord Kinnoul’s first letter of eleven folio 
pages to Pitt, on his arrival at Lisbon (in Philip Francis’ 
handwriting), naively confesses that he was ‘ entirely 
unacquainted with foreign courts.’ Francis was, it may 
be inferred, from his aptness and general knowledge of 
languages, history, and European politics, not only the 
amanuensis, but the ‘ right hand,’ of the Scotch ambassa- 
dor. It is, however, singular that throughout the entire 
two volumes of the public records, no mention even of 
the secretary’s name occurs, although almost all Lord 
Kinnoul’s despatches are written not only in the hand, but 
also in the palpable style, of Francis, as appears by com- 
parison with his known performances. Lord Kinnonl’s 
private letters are mediocre as compositions. But for 
one after incidental mention of the secretaryship having 
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been lield by Francis, tlie fact miglit never have been 
historically known.* 

Fortunately an almost cnthe series of letters between. 
Dr. Francis and his son, dining this period, has been 
preserved, affording an interesting narrative of the em- 
bassy. The following is Philip’s first note to his father, 
before embarkation : — 

Portbinouth, Feb 14, 1760. 

My dear Sir, — There does not appear the least hkclihood of oiir 
ever leaving this luiserahle place. The winds are not satistied with 
detaining ns here, they blow tempests against us. However, ray 
Lord keeps mo so constantly employed that the time is far from 
hanging on hand. 1 ought to tell you that I have every reason to 
think I shall live very happily with him. It niusi give you plea- 
sui'e to know I am so well situated. My servant John, too, pleases 
me extremely. Lord Strathmore and Mr. Pitt are mo.st amiable 
young men, so that 1 cannot travel iii better company. We have 
nothing new here, nor, indeed, could expect anything from such a 
kcmiell. 

My best respects to Mr. Caleraft. 

I am, deal* Sir, always yours, 

Piul. Fiuxcis* 

Partbrnouth, FobiTuuy 21, 17()0, 

Dear Sir, — went on board the ‘ Windsor,’ Captain Cleveland, 
last Sunda}", as I informed you. After going through the utmost 
misery from calms and contrary winds, we were obliged to land 
again on Tuesday night. I never ftdt more real pleasure than in 
once more visiting this wretched ]>lacc. The wind is fair again this 
morning ; but I cannot think of the ship ‘ ^Yindsor ' without horror 
and detestation. Young Mr. Pitt is troubled with fits. He had one 
last night so terrible that it almost communicated itself to me. This 
morning he is so weak that he cannot be moved. 

I am still strong in bank. My only expense has been in clothes 


^ ^ The Monthly Mirror,’ May 1810. The fact was supplied by Francis to 
the Editor, Mr. Dubois; and, farther, that Mr. Wood recommended him 
to Pitt. 

® Thomas Pitt, nephew of Lord Chatham, afterwards Lord Camelfui'd. 
He and Lord Strathmore composed a MS* account of their adventures in 
Portugal, which is in the British Museum. 
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and washing ; I was obliged to make two skirts serve. But I cannot 
tkank you enough for this attention to me. 

The people here are greatly interested in Lord Charles Hay’s 
trial. 

I am, dear Sir, alway yours, 

P. Francis. 

His father’s following letter, acknowledging the receipt 
of three letters, is undated, but endorsed by the son as 
written on the 15th, and received on the following day. 

My dear Phil., — I am to acknowledge and thank you for tliree 
letters. I would have answered that of the 11th, but our landfolks 
imagined you had probably set sail. I will not attempt, perhaps I 
am unable, to tell you my anxiety for you. Such a tempest on 
Monday ! sonie-what more than w^hat seamen call a gale. 

From Lord Kinnoul’s universal character I never doubted your 
happiness in his service ; neither do I doubt that your attention to 
please and your assiduity will continue to deseiwe it. You may 
believe I truely rejoice with you in your present situation ; yet do 
not think me whimsical if I confess that I have greater pleasure in 
hearing you are pleased with your servant. It looks as if he were 
pleased with you ; and believe me, Phil., to make our inferiors 
happy is a better proof of merit than to be made so by our superiors. 
I send you some particulars of Lord Charles Hay’s trial on 
Wednesday, as I could bring them off upon memory: an accident 
has happened to the paper upon which I had written the account 
the day before, and I am so heartily tired that I cannot ^wte it over 
again. 

For jpiiblic news, the Prince of Hesse has given you all assurances 
of his firmness to your interests ; and as the best of all jijnvute news 
— all our friends are well. 

I am ever yours, 

P. Francis. 

For cloaths, read clothes ; for konnell, read kennel ; for behaves, 
read behaves himself; and then read Johnson. Farewell ! 

Dr, Francis’ correction of PMip’s orthography mil be 
noticed as an early instruction in correct spelling. 

Two other short notes close the correspondence of the 
son prior to his sailing. 
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A letter from the yoimg secretary, announcing his 
arrival, and first impressions of Lisbon, is, unfortunately, 
not preserved. This hiatus, however, is supplied by two 
of his fellow-voyagers. 

Three letters from his father followed him to Lisbon. 
They are interestmg and curious, especially in reference 
to the court-martial on Lord George Sackville, whose 
trial Dr. Francis was then reporting for the ‘ Gazette.’ 

Tins letter Trill, I liopc, find my dear Pliil. safely arrived in tlie 
land of spring and snnsliine, enjoying tlie distresses of liis voyage 
by describing tliem to Mr. Allen. I should now hail your half- 
excellency upon your talents in negotiation, and particularly on the 
slow solemnity and Spanish gra%dty of your chariot and mules, 
No ; though I would not discourage that ambition, to which Mr. 
Fox and Mr. Wood have given you such hopeful encouragement; 
though I could wish you should ever maintain a modest conscious- 
ness of your own merits, yet — I know not how — methinks I would 
much rather see you happy than gi'eat. I would endeavour to per- 
suade you, that our true happiness consists in making others happy ; 
and that the selfish man is, of all human wretchedness, most miser- 
able. To be beloved, is undoubtedly to bo esteemed, and indeed the 
noblest proof we can give of our abilities. 

Giving advice you will say, is the i)assion of us old folks, and to 
relieve you, Mr. Shuckburg sends for my letter. You will see by 
the packet I send you, that I mean to deserve your correspondence. 
Let me thank you for all yom* letters. My bejjt love to Mr. Allen, 

Believe me ever yours, 

P. Francis, 

London, February 4, 1760. 

You -will believe, my dear Phil, by the packets I send you, that 
I have not been very badly employed, since you left me. Never 
were you so fagged in one of your weeks of victory last year. I 
could at this moment (for I am this moment returned from Lord 
George Sackville’s trial) dictate more than Coesar’s secretaries, or 
even Calcraft's clerks. This billet must therefore be a short one. 
My love to Mr. Allen ; ^ tell Mm I yesterday received a cask of 
wine as large, no, not quite so large, as the tun at Heydelberg. I 


^ The chaplain at Lisbon ; a connection of Br. Francis, 
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don’t at present mean to tliank him ; I shall drink his health from 
the first piercing to the last bottle. 

Ever yours, 

London, March, 17C0. P. P. 

I gather from this (though not othcnvi.se sure of the 
fact) that Mr. Francis had been employed us a clerk in 
the War Office after retuniiiig from his cruise witli 
General Bligh. The phrase ‘weeks of victory’ must 
allude to some particularly busy period at the M’ur Office, 
occasioned by favourable tidings of the war in Germany. 

Welcome, my cleai’ PiiiL, to any lamlfroin the Iioitoi’h of tlio sea! 
even to that land where nainre's swetds are iniserably ov'erpow’cred 
by Imman stinks. You wnll return, I ])resunie, a perieet eounoisseiir 
in smells, from the ilo. to the ]u>lite /und tjaut of\£i:ad*liek 
and assafadida. Prom your aecouni it is not jj^mitilitious to the 
Jews only — according to Doctor Brown’s ex[)ressiou — to stink and 
be nasty. 

What an amiable character is Mr. Allen’s, naul how happy! 

* Every body loves him.’ Let my love too 1 k‘ added to tluii of all 
his acquaintance ; and be most assured, my dear Pliil., that, even 
with regard to self-happiness, this of all otlier ehara(‘iers is most 
devoutly to he wished fov. Esteem is jmhl, if i*t‘u1ly paid, to our 
abilities most giaidgingly. It confesses a sn])eriority, wdiieh man- 
kind are very unwilling to acknowledgr‘ ; it sinmis U> givif uj) our 
jmoper merit to othei's. Ko ; my di'ar Phil, be generous, candid, 
humane, and a])ove all, good-nature<l. 

So wishes most sincerely the tenderness and atieetion of your 

P. Kkancis. 

Lord George Sackville's trial is the great «»bjtH;t td* all public 
attention. 1 send you some minutes of the trial ; others I hope yon 
have received. The French paper is aatheutic. It is an i*xtnul, of 
P. Ferdinand’s account of the Battle of Minden U> our Aiuiistiy. 
Farewell ! 

Shear — shore . . . more actturaiely st>trrt\ 

, Mx\ Shuckburg has been most civil to nu* ; pray ilumk him* 

Londoa, March 23, 1760* 


I shall clsewliero say a few wurils as to Lord G. Hack- 
ville, and the absurd claim set up fur him of having 
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written Junius. In tliis place the point for remark 
appears to be that Dr. Francis was in the secret with 
regard to the influences at work against that unfortunate 
nobleman. 

Tlie.se letters Philip acknoivledges as having been 
received by him on April 4. The following letter to his 
father crossed them : — 

Litsbon, March 30, 1760. 

My dear Sir,— A packet arrived liere last Tuesday, and brouglit 
me your several letters, witli tlic papers enclosed. I thank you 
most sincerely for them all. The secret extracts of Prince Perdi- 
Band’s letter, which you bid me expect, Avero not to be found ; but 
I hope to receive them by tlu^ next packet. 

Lord Kiiiiioul had his Hrst audience of the King on the 21st ; 
the only event of any importance that has hapjicned since my letter 
of the 10th iust. Our time has hitlierto been employed in making 
and receiving visits of ceremony, in which the secretary bears a 
principal and very laborious part. I have been sent to the several 
ministers, ambassadors, Ac., to announce His Excellency's arrival. 
As they all live at many miles’ distance, the fatigue of travelling 
through the sun is far fi*om inconsiderable. However, I had the 
satisfaction of gratifying my curiosity to see the Conde D’Oeyras 
Carvalho, who governs the kingdom in a most despotic manner. 
His inEuence over the mind of a very weak jiriuce, and his head- 
long resolution in the management of one great affair, have gained 
him a reputation in England, which people hero tliink he by no 
means deserves. His preserving his authority Avith the King, and 
his making the mostAuolent use of absolute power, are but equivocal 
proofs of his understanding and courage ; cunning, obstinacy, and 
revenge ad infernecionmi^ are qualities willingly alioAved. 

Hoav far this general character may be true, the event of our 
embassy will better shoAA^ He receded me with politeness and 
many professions of regard for the Earl of KinnouL If he 
be what we imagine him, fair “words Avill be probably all we shall 
obtain. 

The King and all the Royal Eamily received Lord Zimioul in the 
most gracious manner. They say such a reception has not been 
known at this court. The speech he made vras accepted as an 
entire satisfaction for the affair off Cape Lagos. We shall proceed 
to other points, when the ceremonial visits are over. The weather 
is prodigiously hot; but, as everything here is conducted in a 

TOL. I. D 
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maimer diametrically opposite to reason, common sense, and the 
practice of every other conntiy, shade is despised, and not a tree to 
be seen, except olives, which afford none. I had always a very bad 
opinion of this nation ; but at present I have entirely altered it. 
Instead of finding them moderately execrable, I see that all oiir 
ideas of what is superlatively bad, come far short of the qualifi- 
cations of a Portuguese. Imprimis, I take for granted they come 
into the world the wrong way ; however, certain ’tis, they rock their 
children in the cradle heads and points, not sideways. This in- 
genious method seems happily calculated to prevent their s]ee])ing 
by any accident. The boys go to school in heavy cloaks, ■which 
cover all but their eyes, and alw^ays march with a becoming gravity. 
This fashion of walking prevails so sti'ongly, that they will even 
suffer themselves to be run over, rather than discompose themselves 
by stirring out of the w’-ay. The first day I w^eiit out, my chaise 
ran over a man and t'wo boys. The postilion took no kind of notice 
of it, nor even turned back his head. I endeavoured to stop and 
get out, but could not make the driver understand me. It was 
happy for me he did not. The least expression of concern or 
humanity for the sufferers might have been fatal to me. The mob 
would certainly have murdered me ; whereas by persisting boldly, 
they either tliink one in the right, or are intimidated. 

This is a sample of the Portuguese manner of thinking. If a 
servant offends, we must not strike, but kill him ; he will assuredly 
revenge a blow by assassinating Ms master, without running the 
least risk of punishment, whereas his death w'ould be attended with 
no sort of inconvenience. The King is a beggar ; his troops beggars ; 
the nobility utter beggars ; but no term is poor enough to express 
the beggary of the FJehs (the commons). Let it suffice to say that 
half a moidore would purchase every crime that even a Portuguese 
could commit. 

This city affords most shocking and astonishing scenes of ruins. 
All the handsomest part of it was destroyed by tlie earthquake, 
“We ride through the remains of the town with fear and trembling. 
The people are so perverse and dilatory, that they liavo left whole 
ranges of walls standing unsuppoited, which frequently fall and 
crush the passengers, who walk under them quite unconcerned. I 
think this is the dullest place I ever saw ; no kind of diversion going 
forwax'd, especially in Lent. We visit for ever. 

I hope Mr, Adair is well, my uncle Jewell, and Nancy. “Wlxen 
you write to Ireland, px^ay remember me. My best respects wait 
upon Mr. Calcraft, Mr. Wade, Mr. Dox’mer, and Mr. CMtty, and all 
Mends. I am perfectly weU, and live in great state, and am highly 
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considered as an appendix to his Excellency. But resjpice fiaem. 
AlVs well that ends well. 

I am, dear Sir, yours most sincerely, 

P. Prai^cis. 

Lisbon, April 14, 1760. 

My dear Sir, — I liave received your letter of Marcli 25, and 
tLank you for tlie very gTeat trouble you took in writing me an 
account of Lord George Sackville’s trial. It furnished a very in- 
teresting entertainment to many people here. I return you enclosed 
the remainder of Lord Charles Hay’s. Prince Ferdinand’s letter is 
most impoi'tant, and shall be secret. 

The character I gave you of tliis nation, in my last, was perhaps 
too harsh ; to speak more favourably of them I ought to say that 
their abject slavery, ignorance, and beggary arc their misfortunes ; 
that pride, sloth, perverse obstinacy, ingratitude, cowardice, and 
revenge are the foibles of the Portuguese. As to more abominable 
vices, such as treacheiy, murder, assassination, c^c., they are only 
unlucky in having a hundred times the natural propensity to them 
that any other nation can boast of. 

The more ridiculous parts of their character are p.ractJi/ described 
in Gulliver’s account of Lagado under Laputa : ‘ the houses very 
strongly built, and most of them out of repair. The people in the 
streets walk slo%v, look wild, their eyes fixed, and are generally in 
rags,’ &c. (I never knew a soil so unhappily cultivated, &c.) 

I intended to have desired you to send me a suit of silk clothes 
for the biiHiday of his Most Faithful l^Iajesty on June 6 ; but my 
Lord Kinnoul, who sends to London for the same purpose, under- 
takes, of his own accord, to make his sister buy it, and send it by 
the same conveyance. This polite offer will save trouble ; and I 
take for granted ho means a px^esent ; but I shall not understand 
it so. 

I am quite jaded with writing despatches. Mr. Shuckburg will 
give you a' little narrative, which contains the only news this 
wretched place affords. Mr. Allen desires to be earnestly remem- 
bered to you. 

I am, dear Sir, yours most sincerely, 

Phil. Francis. 

My best compliments to !Mr. Oalcraft, Mr. Wade, and all, all 
friends. 

Lisbon, May 3, 1760. 

Dear Sir, — Since the last packet sailed on the 17th of last month, 
Lord Kinnoul took us all upon a party, I cannot call it of pleasure, 
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into the coniitrj. Wo were dragged in the worst carriages the 
worst cattle, and over the worst roads of Europe about thirty 
leagues, to Cintra and Mafra. The weather w^as uncommonly bad, 
so that we enjoyed nothing but trouble and inconvenience. I was 
as much delighted to return hither, as I should be to get to London 
from hence. Lisbon is certainly the dullest and most stupid place 
I ever was in, except Portsmouth. I am greatly appreh ensure •we 
shall stay here until winter. 

I am extremely sensible of the trouble you must have had in 
attending to Lord Greorge’s tiial; it was so well talcen down, and in 
in itself so interesting, tliat my tifcle of secretary acquued no small 
addition of importance by my receiving and communicating such 
authentic intelligence from England. 

The only iieivs here is that yofir old friend Ensenada is recalled. 
Such a resolution in the ne'w King of Spain does not seem very 
favourable to the English ; everybody agrees that the French 
interest has had a great share in the measure 

My compliments to Mr. Calcraft and all friends. 

I am, dear Sir, 

Your most obliged and most aifcctionate 

P. Francis. 

My Lord Kinnoul woi'ks me to death. We thought his cha- 
racter was economy; I can assure you he is as generous as a 
prince. 

Lisbon, May 17, 1760. 

Dear Sir, — I hope you have long since got the better of your 
conrt-martial fever. It was paying too dear a price for my gratifi- 
cation in reading Lord George’s trial. At present I believe the 
whole city of Lisbon is full as hot as the horse-guards could 
have been ; I am constantly in a warm bath. From the nature of 
this climate we must expect the heat to increase every day until 
autumn, so that our present is cool when compared to what it will 
be in September. I dread the thoughts of remaining hero so long, 
but I think it seems too probable. 

Last Thursday the Ambassador gave a grand entertainment to 
several of the first nobility. For ignoiwico, beggary, meanness, and 
pride they certainly have not their fellows in Chi'istendom. An 
English tailor is a fine gentleman in appearance when compared to 
the first duke in this land, BaskervUle’s Virgil was produced after 
dinner, but by no means attracted their attention; veiy few of 
them knew in what language it was written. Upon being asked if 
I understood Latin I was unfortunate enough to say I did ; but I 
fear it lessened my credit among them. For I had ceitadnly won 
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some of tlieir liearts by gorging them at dinner till the tears ran 
down their cheeks. Tliis is literally a fact ; they ate until evidently 
they Avere on tbo point of bursting. 

Of learning, or any other accomplishment whatever, they have no 
idea; riding is then* cliief study, and in that they pretend to excel. 
Among this crew of Avretclies I must except two noblemen, with 
Avdioni you ai'e aequainted.^ Their superior understanding and 
merit have produced an effect A'cry natural in Portugal ; they are 
feared, consequently ill used at court, and despised and hated by 
the rest of the nobility. You have heard that the Portuguese have 
a superstitious notion of their King Sebastian’s returning and 
gOA^erning the kingdom one day or other They are noAV perfectly 
satislied that Sebastian Jose (Carvalho) was the man Avho fought iii 
Africa. Some indeed are of another opinion — that it is the dcAul 
himself Avho has been gracious enough to honour Portugal with his 
presence, and goATrns his best beloved as dcwils should be governed. 
I am of the latter 0])inion. 

I am, deal’ Sir, yom*s most truly, 

Phil. Fkancis. 

It is so burning hot at this moment that I c*an scarce wag a 
linger. 

My best compliments to Mr. Calcrafi. I hope Mr. Fox and his 
family are Avell. 

Remember me to all friends. 


My dear Phil,, — Had I been honoured Avith the commission for 
your clothes, hoAV should I tremble for the glories of his most 
Faitliful Majesty’s birthday I I should be afraid of cairns and 
storms and contrary Avinds ; I should even he afraid of the French 
and their paltry six-and-thirty gun-frigjites. Let me thank you for 
the engagement ; it Avas a gallant one, and maintains the national 
superiority ’we have held in every action of the Avar, since the foul 
affair of the Mediterranean. 

By your account, the Portuguese are the Jews of Christianity, 
the glory of God in His mercy and forbearance, tbe dishonour and 
reproach of human nature, if their A’^ileness could be justly charged 
upon human nature. No, surely ; they are the genuine pi’oduce of 
private education and public government. The descendants of 
Mr. Allen, if educated in Portugal, -would be dishonest, malicious, 
cruel. A Portuguese colony planted in England, Avould send forth 


^ The Visconde de Ponte de Lima and his son. 
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defenders of liberty and reason. Not very distant from tbis subject 
is the extraordinary behaviour of Lord Ferrei’S at his execution : he 
was a coward by a stronger proof than that of many a thrashing ; 
he was cruel. He yet out-died all the deaths of antiquity. He 
lived a Portuguese, and died an Englishman. 

Thus far did I write on Tuesday in the determined dulness — for 
dulness is most determined — of writing to you every week. I threw 
by the paper, ashamed that friendship and affection could not be 
more entertaining. No news neither. Lord Greorge is dead in 
fame, as Lord Ferrers in hemp. But perhaps next week : it 
bring over the Royal Family and its Rigby from Ireland. I could 
send you a very curious epistle I received from that same secretary 
about a month ago, and my no less curious answer : but of these 
matters hereafter. In the mean time, I can not and will not be 
anxious about my own futurity, while I know you have so frii* and 
lioiDeful a prospect of being happy. Lot me explain my own sense 
of happiness — that of making others happy. ’Tis all I know of 
virtue, all of morals (and almost all of religion). 

Farewell 1 Yours ever, 

P. FRANCtS. 

My constant love to Mr. Allen. 

Indeed, my dear Phil., if your Lisbon sun burns hotter than ours, 
he burns in vengeance for the sins of the Portuguese. The real 
fires of religion, if any such there be, or the artificial fires of super- 
stition, cannot be hotter. I dnnk Mr. Allen to preserve me from 
melting and dissolution. I dine alone, and Puss, for Puss is grateful 
and good-natui'ed, sings while we are eating. Believe me, Phil., the 
songs of Italy and your Italians are not half so sweet as Puss’s pur- 
rings of gratitude and good-nature. 

In return for your feast of Lisbonites, take this as a fact : the 
moment poor Lord Ferrers was turned off, our unfeeling City 
magistrates called for their hampers, drew their corks, and eat 
their hams, as if he hung there merely like a manikin in a kitchen, 
to frighten the flies from the pewters. 

Do you know that I almost rejoice in your rebukings about 
Yirgil ; 'will you never be wiser, than to be wiser than other people ? 
be they for ever Portuguese, with whom you converse. However, 
I send you a specimen of Baskerville’s Bible, that will do honour to 
Christianity (be it said without profaneness), though published by 
heretics. Show it to your Visconde de Ponto de Lima and his son, 
and suffer me to honour them under tlxe gi’eat, good character you 
gave them ; cultivate your acquaiutauce with the young nobleman, 
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and gently inculcate to Ixim, tkat the esteem of an English gentle- 
man is well worthy of the proudest lord upon eartli. 

Send me your ]3atterns of silks and linens ; you will be able to 
judge by your Lord Kinnours birthday suit in wdiat style he would 
have his secretary appear : never under- dress him. I imagine you 
are to be paid — a very haiipy cireumstanco — by governnumt : but 
be greatly cautious of taking money from Lord Kinnoiil , if ])Ossible, 
avoid it. Mr. Calcraft's credit is yours ; yet I think you must 
draw, in pure delicacy, on our very excellent IMr. Wood. 

What is become of Mr. Allen ? No distance, J hopt*, but that of 
place, could hinder you from remembering him in every hdter. . . . 
Colonel Sandford is come to London, mention your gratitiule to 
him, as you ought, in your next, and pray be ahvays mindful of 
your Doctor Bruce ; he came to town last week. He will be pleased 
with every mention of him. It is not w'andering to say, that all 
your brother clerks are greatly good to you. 

And now, Phil., in the spirit of contidencc, in your next ask mo 
what is become of Mr. Fox and Mr. liigbj' ; wdiy I have never men- 
tioned them ? Are not the promises of great men worth reiuemb<‘r- 
ing, at least, worth repeating? this will be your man mu*— the 
account of the birthday, and profess your own gratitude to hir. 
Fox. 

. . . Farewell ! be good-natured, and you will certainly be most 
happy. 

Yours ev(jr, 

P. Fiuxcis, 

This letter is rather prating than writing ; but I sut down to 
answer yonrs the very moment I receivetl it. 

London, June 3, 1760, 


The correspondence continues : but several letters are 
omitted, as of inferior interest 

Lisbon, July 24, 1760. 

Dear Sir, — I have two of your former letters of the 3rd and 24th 
of June to acknowledge and thank you for, which anived sincci the 
last packet sailed from hence. You desire an account of the birth- 
day. Let it suffice to tell you that nothing can be more mean and 
contemptible than this court, and everything that belongs to his 
Most Faithful Majesty, He lives in 'a house which an English 
commoner would almost despise. I assure you, take it altogether, 
there never was such a shabby specimen of royalty. Betw^een 
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ourselves, tKe late marriage, wLicli has given such joy here and 
in England, will probably have as httle eflect, as the Grand Vizier 
seems to have intended. The women of the Braganza faniil}" arc 
notoriously barren, and this lady has been kept nnniarned (designedly 
I dare say) until the age of eight-and-twenty, an age that affords 
httle hopes of children in this country. The Prince, Don Pedro, has 
hitherto lived in an unviolated course of chastity, which people here 
are not good-natured enough to place among his moral ’^drtues. 

I see I gave you too high an idea of my clothes ; I only meant 
comparatively. For, as lace is prohibited, and most of them use 
silks of their own miserable nianutacturc, a tolerably handsome 
suit is uncommon. As to clothes, for further provision, I ho])e I shall 
want none. I bought a black frock andsilk waistcoat ixpon my arrival; 
and have since made a suit of cambiet, which is handsome. The 
\dolent heat of the we.ither made it uiiavoulable. Eveiything is lined 
with silk hero. These, with other smaller expenses, v hich it is needless 
to enumerate, have exhausted all my money ; but 1 shall wait for your 
direction before I raise more. I ought to mention washing, a very 
dear article, and the making of the silk suit. I flatter myself with 
the hopes of seeing London by the 1st of November and not before. 

If I have time I will certainly write to Mr. Dobson upon his new 
dignity. At Lisbon he would have the title of Oorregidor Mor. 
We have a person here, who never knows whether the weather is 
cold or hot, but by consulting his thermometer. Let the Justice bo 
informed that it is now at ninety in the shade — a little more, and 
wc should breathe fire. The Portuguese 'women, in general, are lav 
from being handsome enough to excite either love or jealousy ; in 
the first place, the best of them ai’e but pretty Jewesses, cf whom 
some very few ai’e really })retty ; their complexions, gem*rally very 
bad, are utterly destroyed by hereditary impurity of the blood. With- 
out such radical corruption it would be dilHcult to account for the 
amazing and prodigious ugliness which prevails among them all, 
Sallow complexions, distorted features, blotches, cicatric'cs, &c. &c. 
in every '^dsiblo part of them. But this is nothing compared to 
what the smell suffers in their company. 

I question whothor they ai»e at present so suhj<»ct to jealousy as 
wo have imagined. Some old customs, still observod with regard to 
their wives, and their not appearing constantly abroad (which last 
may justly ho attributed to poverty), I believe is all tho founda- 
tion we had for this opinion ; not but that I should be sony Mr. 
Ohitty were dan$ le cas ; for he would certainly fall a Bacritlce to 
their natural taste for assassination, though not to their jealousy. 
What an ample held for daggers ! Psr todos Dma I 
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I sliould not neglect to inform yon, that on the second of this 
month the Amhassador gave a most magnificent and splendid enter- 
tainment to the ministers and nobility belonging to the court, 
upon the occasion of the maiTiago. A noble dinner, a fine concert 
for the ladies, and at night some elegant fircvvoi*ks exhibited in the 
garden, 'vvhero twenty-two svAuvel guns were planted on an eminence 
to announce tlie hcaltlis. The house was handsomely illuminated, 
as were all those of the English merchants here. All Lisbon, I 
believe, was assembled to see us. At twelve o'clock the company sat 
down to a supper, prc])arcd with a profusion and elegance equal to 
the rest of the day. Open house was kept, and my Lord Ivinnoul 
was to come ofi‘ for 650/. : it did us great honour. 

On Sunday tlie 13th inst., I was invited by Sir Harry Prank- 
land to Nee a grand bull-feast from his Barraca or Lodge. To have 
a true idea of the Portuguese, you should be acquainted with this 
their favourite diversion. I think I shall not be severe upon them 
■when I say it is the most abominable entertainment that was ever 
invented ; but at the same time, I confess, nothing could be better 
adapted to the genius and disposition of the spectators. 

I hope Mr. E\ix and his family are well: I hoar of his having 
lately given a place to Mr. Powell in his oflice, in a manner that docs 
him infinite honour; it was indeed a masterpiece. Mr. Calcraft 
always has my best wishes and thanks. [Col. Sand ford, Dr. 
Bruce, and Mr. Adams, Mr. Wade, Mr. Dormer I wish to be con- 
stantly remembered to. How does Mr. Peaiherstone recover ? ] I 
have written to the J ustice. 

I cannot say I approve of Mr. Bigby’s mode of proceeding, nor 
would I have you expect any tiling from him. 

On Monday last t^vo of the King’s brothers wci'e banished ; they 
had hitherto been treated as Highnesses, and taken rank as Princes 
of the blood. I sxippose this fellow will banish the King himself at last. 
I wish, with all my heart, he would take a fancy to hanishingus from 
this unhappy country ; I should bo very well contented never to see 
it or him again. IMy Lord Marshal aiuived here last Sunday from 
Madrid, and goes to England by this packet. He is as grave as a 
Spanish grandee ; but extremely well bred. 

I am afraid I bave tired you with a very uninteresting detail ; for, 
in fact, what is there in thi.s country, by which you can possibly Be 
affected ? However, it will not be useless, if it proves my goodwill. 

Need I say that letters from England are always joyfully received 
here ? 

^ Mr. Allen is well, and desires to be remembered to you, 

^ I am, dear Sir, yours very truly, 

Phil. Fmkois, 
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Lisbon, August 22, 1760. 

Dear Sir, — Since my last of tlie 4tli inst. notHng of any con- 
sequence lias liappened here, except tliat an entire rnptnre witL tlie 
Pope lias been declared by three royal edicts, forbidding all com- 
munication between Portugal and Rome. Besides the weakness of 
that See, His Holiness’ Ministry are by no means able to vie with 
Carvalho in cunning ; and the low politics of Italian piiests, if 
opposed to regularity and firmness, are easily overturned. They 
say this kingdom will save above two hundred thousand pounds by 
the rupture, which used to be sent annually to Rome to purchase 
bulls and dispensations. It seems that tliis Ministry is determined 
that whatever accomodation shall be hereafter concluded, such im- 
poverishing abuses shall never be again admitted. However 
advantageous such disputes among the Catholic powers may appear 
to be for England, I very much question Avhether it bo our real 
interest that Portugal should recover from the ignorance and depen- 
dence in which she is sunk. 

I send you enclosed a pasquinade lately made upon Cardinal 
Torregiani, the Pope’s Secretary of State, who is accused of having 
brought matters to this extremity by his rash and violent conduct. 

I hear no accounts of our return, which puts me out of all 
patience. I shall tell you hereafter why it vexes me particularly. 
One would think people at home are blind, or have lost their senses, 
or pay no attention at all to this country. A few days ago I took 
up twenty -five moidores upon Mr. Wood’s account, five of wliich I 
gave to John, People here set so small a value on money, that a 
less sum would have disgraced me in the eyes of the merchant to 
•whom I applied. This circumstance is most true. 

The silk fabric here, which since the earthquake had three hun- 
dred workmen, is so much declined that at present it has literally 
but three, and everything in the counti-y seems to fouriah in the 
same proportion, 

I am, dear Sir, yours very sincerely, 

Phil. Fkakcis, 

I heg to be remembered to Mr. Calcraft (Dr. Bxuice, Mr. Dobson, 
Mr. Adair, Mr, Wade) and all friends, and I hope my uncle and 
cousin Tench, whom you never mention, are well. As to the quality 
of my letters I shall not dispute with you, hut in quantity and 
number you must allow they have an evident advantage over 
you. 

London, Angnst 1760. 

Youi's of the 4th I received at two o’clock, and my letter must be 
at your office before seven. Puss and I have just dined, and Sally 
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Las drunk Mr. Secretary Francis in a glass of Mr. Allen’s. How 
well I shall account for the remainder of my time I really do not 
know. 

How rich will you he — money in the funds undoubtedly. Mr. 
Wood says you shall receive the salary of your office. That very 
excellent Mr. Wood — won’t you rejoice with him when 1 tell you 
that Cope is a captain in the Blagmeys, of which Calcraft is 
Lieutenant-Colonel. This in a great measure by Mr. Calcraft’s 
interest with Rigby. Yet Rigby is . . . but don’t be uneasy. 
ISTever was I upon such terms at Holland House. In your own lan- 
guage, entirely trusted. Cultivate the coubdonce, as I shall mine, by 
every method that is not sordid and villanons. Lord Ivinnoul is, by 
all accounts, a good man ; he may be infinitely useful to your future 
fortune. This is the great comfort of your continuing in Portugal. 
But more of this in my next. 

Most affectionately yours. 

Lisbon, Septmber 9, 1760. 

Dear Sir, — ^We continue in our usual insipid style, nor indeed is 
there any prospect of our ever being trouliled with vanity as long as 
we stay in this miserable country. A pacquet aiiived about ten days 
ago, and brought me your Udter of August 12, but not the slightest 
intelligence about our The next will either determine our 

immediate departure, or fix us here for the winter. My heart aches 
at the thought of such a catastrophe. 

I am very well pleased with the expectation you give mo of going 
to the Congress, and depend entirely upon every interest that my 
Lord Kinnoul can possibly employ for me, but I think there is not 
the least probability of his going thither himself. No, I fancy he is 
tolerably well satisfied by this time with such expeditions. The 
gi^eat object I have in view is in going to Paris whenever a peace 
is concluded. As to courts of this iimk and character, one may 
reside at them for ever without ever knowing anything beyond 
their own paltry particular intrigues. However, I do not think 
my time absolutely lost, as this country, though it makes so mean 
a figure in Etu'ope, is closely connected by trade and political in- 
terests with England. It certainly is not the place in the world to 
polish one’s manners. 

For my own part I am not sanguine enough to expect anything 
from Mr. Rigby, and yet I believe I am not quite so phlegmatic as 
you imagine. When you have it in your power to serve him, you may 
expect your reward. But if that should ever be the case, it mil not 
be amiss to stipulate beforehand. 
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Last Wednesday his Most Faithful Majesty laid the foundation 
stone of the high altar of a church to he erected on the very spot 
where he was wounded ; it is dedicated Beatie Yirgini Maria? Libc- 
ratrici et Sancto Joseplio Protectori.’ I helieve this is all the nows 
that Portugal aifords. We are literally placed in the tag* end of 
the world, where it is scarce possible anything should happen of 
importance to the rest of it. 

i hope Mr. Fox and his family are well. My best respects to Mr. 
Ctilcraft. 

I am in great hopes of seeing you this day six months. 

Yours most affectionately, 

P. Fiuxcis. 

My compliments wait on hirs. Sally. 


Ft'oiii J)r. Fmueis. 

My last, of last Tuesday, was a conversation between Mr. Wood 
and Mr. Dobson, to whom you ai^e really much obliged. He is a 
good man, and loves you. Some few days since, I saw Mr. Wood. 
Ho said a. great many handsome things of you, for I think you may 
now begin to be trusted with your own merit. Ho recommends to 
you with great earnestness, the collecting of all possible anecdotes 
of the present reign of Portugal, the earthquake, the conspiracy, 
and even the horrors of the execution, &c. A work of this kind 
would not only be extremely valuable in itself, but might possibly 
introduce you y)ersonally to Mr. Pitt. Everything is wifchin hope 
for a young man in youi* situation. Mr. Pitt himself, no offence to 
his })resent greatness, is a proof of ii. I jiromised to send you a 
paragraph of news in every letter, joxl must he contented with one 
single article at present. Wo have taken the island of Dumat, I 
believe near Quiberon J^ay. It commands the harbour of Croisic. 
Sir Edward Hawke says be can winter the ffeot there, if it be neces- 
sary. 

I dined last Sunday for tlie first time this summer at Hampstead, 
and with your friends Mr. Gorman, Mr. FitzPairick, Mr. Butler; 
you are obliged to them, they said a thousand kind things of you, 
and you will believe I heard them with pleasure. 

Farewell ! I am ever your affectionate 

P. Pkanois. 

Septombor 16 , 1760 . 

By your oj0S.ee, you should understand paper. Is not this deli- 
cately fine ? It is the first trial of Mr. Baskervillo^s writing-pa 
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The last letter of Philip Francis joyfully announces to 
his father the speedy return of the mission. 

Lisbon, October 29, 17C0. 

Dear Sir, — A packet arrived on the IStli irst. with five mails 
full of g'lorious neAvs for the public, and ao^reeahle news for us in 
particular. I need not ansAver your several kind letters at present, 
as I hope to haA^e the happiness of seeiuo* you AAuthin a few days after 
this reaches London. My Lord Kiniioul has made such expedition 
in preparing' for his departure, that wo shall go on hoard the ‘ Isis ’ 
next Saturday OA^ening, and, if the wind proves raA^ourable, proceed 
early next morning. We had our audience of leaA^e yesterday. His 
Excellency was received, as usual, most graciously. After all the 
formal audiences Avero finished the Condo d’Oeyras Avent to him, 
and told him that his jMajesty desired to speak to the Earl of Kin- 
noul in priA^ate ; Avheu he Avent in, the King began by saying in Portu- 
guese, ‘ My Lord, the British Ambassador has left my court, but I 
would not lot the Earl of Kinnoul depart without informing him of 
the particular esteem I have for his person, and hoAv greatly I am 
pleased AAuth his conduct. l^Iy Lord, no man knoAvs hotter than 
you do, hoAV intimately the interests of the tAVO nations are connected, 
and I belioA^e no man is better disposed to support tlie harmony and 
union, which is for their mutual advantage. I know what an es- 
teem the King, my brother, has for you, and the confidence he 
places in yon, and I am per.suaded yon wiU employ yonr best offices 
in cultivating the friendship that subsists so happily between us." 
His Majesty pronounced all ibis in an open, easy, and A^ery friendly 
manner. In concluding, he said, Although the etiquette of the two 
courts does not permit the gmng presents to the ministers of each 
other, yet I cannot avoid giving my Loixl Kinnoul a particular mark 
of my private regard for him, which I beg he will accept and wear 
for my sake.' So saying he presented him Avitli a gold box, con- 
taining an immense brilliant, AAhich the jeAvellers here value at 
thirteen hundred pounds. As> ray Lord Avill choose to tell this most 
handsome stoiy himself, I would not have made it too public. 
The Portuguese call this compliment a grand Jj7ier.a, It is Avith 
difficulty I can find time to Avrite, for literally I am almost fagged to 
death. Ko Avine can be brought. Mr. Adair's is ready at Oporto, 
and only waits for a convoy. 

I am, dear Sir, yours most affectionately, 

Phil. Erai^cis. 
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Lord Kiimoiil, with his secretary and suite, embarked 
on board H. M. ship the ‘Isis ’ on November 1, 1760. 
Their arrival at Plymouth was reported on the IDth.’- 
Thus safely and instructively terminated the initiation of 
P hili p Francis into the mysteries of diplomacy and 
foreign courts. 

The pohtical experience and knowledge of men’s cus- 
toms and manners, gained by a youth of such talents 
and industiy, must have been invaluable to him in after 
life. Notwithstanding his severe and mechanical labours 
as secretary to the mission, he acquired considerable 
proficiency in the French, Portuguese, and Spanish 
languages, and at the same time also aj^plied himself 
to the study of Italian, &c. He kept no journal, but 
such was his intei'est in his public duties that he tran- 
saibed for his own record and use, an entire MS. folio 
volume of several hundred psiges of political, commercial, 
and statistical documents connected with the embassy, 
and the modern history of Portugal. Eighty-eight 
pages contain a digest of the British embassy transac- 
tions in Lisbon, from 1740 to 1752 inclusive. Further, 
fi'om the correspondence, particularly of Pitt with Lord 
Kinuoul, Francis must have been thus early interested 
in the study of the laws of nations, Pitt frequently 
treating international questions. The Iviunoul embassy, 
of course, used a particular cipher, and Francis thus 
became versed in that diplomatic art, and in the various 
clandestine modes of obtaining secret foreign papers then 
common to all courts. Many of the Kinnoul despatches 
to Pitt are headed, ‘ private,’ ‘ confidential,’ ‘ sea-et,’ 
most secret ; ’ ‘ a copy of a letter from a spy ; ’ &c,,’&c. 
Francis, moreover, became deeply interested in the trade 
and commerce of his own countrymen. The resident 
* Admiralty Papers axtd Log Book. 
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British merchants were perpetual complainants against 
heavy import duties, and in conflict with the Oporto 
Wine Company and the foreign courts of law. The 
embassy at this time was also continually occuifled by 
memorials from home merchants, and Anglo-Portuguese 
residents, for redress of alleged grievances. The wine 
duties were a prominent subject of complaint, as also the 
adulteration of ‘ generous ’ ])ort. The wine groivers mid 
the exporting merchants retorted accusations. Both 
classes accused each other of ‘ loading,' and ‘ spiritual- 
ising’ the fluid. The vineym-d owners alleged an in- 
creasing demand for red Avine, far exceeding any pos- 
sible genuine supply; accusing the English and Scotch 
merchants with ‘ manufacturing ’ the excess exported to 
foreign mai'kets. Probably Lord Kinnoul and Pinucis 
left the trade much in the same condition as to pure port 
in which they found it — a su])erior vintage, age, a good 
price, and an honest wine-merchant alone ever sup- 
plying consumers with ‘ good old port ’ or any other ivines 
or liquors. 

No subject appeal's to have interested Francis more 
than the contest then raging beUveen the Portuguese and 
Vatican courts and the Jesuits. Ho has copied all the 
papers and correspondence in that memorable conflict, in 
which Carvalho was the victor. In one letter of Lord 
Kinnoul to Pitt (in Francis’s handwriting), the Scotch 
earl narrates almost with glee the lurival in the Tagus of 
the cargo of 300 Jesuit priests expelled from the Portu- 
guese colonies, and the active reshipmcnt of them on the 
23rd July for Civita Vecchia; the Pope’s Portuguese 
Nuncio in vain protesting. Our ambassador nairates how 
the bold Minister of the King gave the Nuncio notice 
that if compelled to send him back to his holy master in 
Home, no other papal ambassador shotild ever again be 
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received in Portugal, other-wise than in the same secular 
character as the representatives of England and France. 
Carvalho warned the Nuncio, that the year 17 60 was an era 
past the fifteenth century, and that new limits existed of 
temporal and spiritual rights. There can be no doubt 
that at this juncture Carvalho would have fully played out 
the part of Lord Thomas Cromwell had his royal master 
been possessed with the spirit and motives of our Henry 
VIII. Lord Kinnoul wrote Pitt that the apparent near 
approach of a Catholic reformation astounded the Nuncio 
and the ultramontane party of Lisbon. This particular 
despatch (in the handwriting also of Pi'ancis, marked ‘ pri- 
vate ’) was specially seen by George IIT., and probably 
no little gratified our Protestant sovereign. Many of 
the works of the Jesuits at this period were prohibited 
volumes, all known to Francis ; and in after years he 
procured and bound a printed copy of the Portuguese 
decree of 1770 prohibitory of numerous liberal and free- 
thinking English, French, and other continental pub- 
lications — ^Fenelon not excepted — when the stream of 
religious bigotry and intolerance had turned the tables 
against all liberty of thought and the freedom of the 
press. 

Francis, on Iris return to London, was presented at 
court by Lord Kinnoul and ‘ graciously received,’ but his 
lordship had no interest to do more than make known 
to the government the merits of his secretary. The 
earl gave him the highest character for his ability and 
industry as secretary to the embassy, and they were 
friends and correspondents during life. The secretary 
was doomed to the disappointment of returning to the 
mere dradgery of his old clerkship. This was a hard 
and humiliating descent, but he was far from being down- 
cast, preserving the conviction of his own pow^ of 
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ascent in life. He was just entering tlie year of Iris 
majority. Such a mind could not lay fallow. He applied 
himself with ardour not only to perfect and extend his 
classical attainments hut to master the works of Bacon, 
Locke, Montesquieu, the best Greek and Eoman authors ; 
and combining with his studies the volumes of the best 
historians of modem nations, and particularly studying 
the laws and. constitution of his own country. Some 
works he abstracted, others he partially translated. One 
folio manuscript volume of nearly 300 pages, wholly in 
his youthful hand, attests his extraordinary powers of 
application and the solidity of his studies. It commences 
with a short view of the principles and method of Lord 
Bacon’s ‘Instauratio Magna,’ being G1 closely written folio 
pages. Hor is it a simple epitome of the contents and 
philosophy of Bacon. The digest shows the remarkable 
reach and independence of Francis’s own mind, and how 
deeply he must have studied the principles of British law 
and equity. He contrasts and criticises the opinions of 
Bacon and Lord Kaiines on the two systems of common law 
and equity, summing up his own opinion as to ‘ the best 
law being that which leaves least to the judge, and the best 
judge who leaves least to himself.’ Two of his own com- 
mentaries on points upon which he sets himself up in oppo- 
sition to Bacon, exhibit remarkable freedom of thought and 
logical power. The subjects are the ‘ Soul,’ and the 
foundations of the Christian religion, as stated in the 
‘Instauratio.’ On both arguments he differs with Bacon. 
Indeed, at this period Francis was clearly a materialist, 
and unsatisfied on the external evidence of Eevelation. 
A second article of thirteen pages forms an abstract of 
Locke on interest of money and on coin. The third 
article consists of ‘ Heads of Mr. Yorke’s Treatise on the 
law of Forfeiture and Treason.’ Seventeen pages comprise 
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an abstract of ‘tlie principal arguments advanced by 
Molineux in the case of Ireland being bound by Acts of 
Parliament in England.’ The last sentence is as follows : 

‘ When we see this noble Gothic Constitution surviving 
but in three kingdoms, shall an English Parliament destroy 
it in one of them ? Should tliey not for their own sakes 
extend rather than contract the barriers of liberty ? Let 
them consider how nearly the temper of Tyrant is allied 
to that of Slave, and whether the spirit of invading the 
liberties of others be the fittest for defending our own.’ 

Another paper is a translation of the 52nd book of Dion 
Cassius, containing the famous argument of Mmcenas and 
Agrippa to Augustus against the abdication of imperial 
power. The last pages are a careful and excellent transla- 
tion of the first of the Annals of Tacitus, Erancis’s most 
favourite Latin writer. This. particular manuscript volume 
is the more remarkable from a note in the front fly leaf, 
dated 1769, in which he says, ‘jST.B. I was only three- 
and-twenty when I read all these books and made these 
abstracts,’ 

Besides the above proof of his resolution to educate 
himself thoroughly, various other early volumes of bis 
manuscripts and notes contain extracts and private obser- 
vations on political economy (such as the science was at 
that period) and on the examples in history illustrating 
the principles of pohtical science. He abridged Gee’s 
‘ Treatise on Trade and Commerce,’ a work once of some 
reputation, and he noted and extracted the volumes of 
Davenant ; and he had possessed himself of and read aU the 
standard works on the laws of nations and public treaties, 
copying many of the latter not in print, especially when 
‘secret.’ He kept manuscript tables and notes of the 
public revenues and taxation systems of most European 
countries, and a mass of home and colonial accounts of 
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exports and imports. The collection of secret memoirs of 
eminent public men and women of political influence 
appears to have been an early passion. He further kept 
manuscript notes of the qualities of all the contemporary 
European statesmen, ministei’s, and diplomatists; and a 
manuscript vellum-bound quarto volume contains the 
names of the entire civil servants of Great Britain and her 
colonies, with a list also of our chief military and naval 
commanders. None of these characters ai‘e here extracted, 
as of course the large majority could not be his own 
original observation of characteristics, but were doubtless 
an omnium gatherum he had obtained from the private 
despatches of our own embassies, and from private infor- 
mation obtained from others. In another manuscript of 
this period he has entered the accurate public Latin titles 
of addresses of European sovereigns, with the concluding 
forms of subscription by the British monarch, noting also 
precisely what ‘ adieus ’ should be in the proper hand- 
writing of our sovereign — amusing variations and grades 
of address and valediction partly retained in our own 
times. Not only did Francis thus labour to qualify him- 
self for the highest home or diplomatic employments, but 
to infoi'm himself in the knowledge of men. But his most 
singular pursuit was his study of the English constitution 
and laws. Another manuscript consists of his ‘obser- 
vations upon the constitution, laws, parliaments, and 
governments of Great Britain and Ireland, collected 
from the best authors, in the course of my reading, which 
I have set down as they occurred, without any respect to 
order or method, with some loose reflections of my own 
upon public conduct and political prudence.’ Many of 
his notes show him to have been early familiar even with 
the nomenclature and technical forms of our Equity and 
Common law practice. In constitutional history, he had 

£ 2 
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noted Prynne, Milton’s prose works, Selden, Spelman, 
Samuel Johnson, Filmer and Locke, Sidney, De Foe, and 
many volumes on the Saxon and ISTorman institutions, 
and on the earlier principles of Teutonic government. 
Thus he could truly say, half a century afterwards, ‘ I 
stand on the constitution of my country, which I have 
studied as long, and I believe as carefully, as anyone 
in it.’^ 

It has been erroneously stated and asserted by Lady 
Francis that before the Lisbon embassy Francis was pri- 
vate secretary to the Great Commoner ; but such was not 
■the fact. His father’s correspondence, in 1760, proves 
that the son could not have been personally known to 
Pitt till after the close of that mission. But on his return 
home, on Mr. Wood’s introduction, between January 7, 
1761, and the advent of Lord Bute’s ministry in May 1762 
Francis acted as an occasional amanuensis to the great 
minister, sometimes writing to the minister’s dictation de- 
spatches in Latin and French. His perfect knowledge of 
those languages and his fine and correct penmanship were 
his chief recommendation. During Pitt’s attacks of gout 
Francis occasionally executed this duty at the premier’s 
private house in St. James’s Square. Lady Francis has pre- 
served an anecdote of the amanuensis on one occasion of 
this employment. Pitt was in high debate on some cabinet 
question with two of his colleagues, the premier suffering 
acute pain, and Francis sitting at the end of the table. 
The colleagues were urging some project on Pitt which 
the latter disapproved. The former requesting his reasons, 
Pitt passionately replied, ‘ My lords, the reasons why I 
consider the measure injudicious are so obvious that I 
wonder you should be required to be told them. I will 
venture to assert they will occur to that youth’ (pointing to 
^ ‘ Montlaly Miiror/ January 1811* 



1761] acts as amanuensis TO PITT. 58 

Francis). • Speak, Francis, have you heard the question ? ’ 
Francis answered in the affirmative. ‘ Then,’ said Pitt, 
‘ tell their lordships why I object to their proposals.’ It 
was an awful moment, but Francis assigned instant 
reasons, so much to the minister’s satisfaction, that Pitt 
exclaimed, ‘ I told you how it would be ; you cannot 
answer a boy ! ’ On auotlier occasion, in St. James’s 
Square, a question arose on the gender of some Latin 
word. Pitt said, ‘ Ask the St. Paul’s boy,’ who at once 
gave the correct Latin. 

This brief and temporary relation to the great minister 
was the only personal connection of Francis at any period 
of life with the first Pitt. Lady Francis most absurdly 
states, in some MS. reminiscences of her husband, that Pitt 
dictated speeches he had made in Parliament for Francis’s 
copy and publication. But this error is a confusion of fact. 
At an after period, when Pitt went to the Upper House, 
Francis certainly did for his own sole purpose and interest 
in politics report from memory, and unknown by Lord 
Chatham, several of the earl’s speeches, of which mention 
will be made hereafter. Indeed, in a speech of Francis 
in the House of Commons, on April 39, 1787, in 
alluding to his clerkship in the Secretary of State’s office, 
Francis simply states that he ‘ was favoured and protected 
there by Lord Chatham.’ This brief confidential employ- 
ment under Pitt imbued Francis with fresh hopes of higher 
political and pecuniary office ; and he felt disappointed 
that the Great Commoner left office in 1762, without ad- 
vancing him to some place more worthy his merit. But he 
never asserted any personal claim on the minister, and 
imputed no blame for the non-realisation of his natural 
expectation of rise. It is unlikely that in such a short 
amanuensiship, Pitt became acquainted with the full 
merits and intellectual powers of the young scribe. Mr. 
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Wood, however, exhorted Fi-ancis to be patient, and to 
trust in liis constant good services. 

In the middle of 1761, Francis fell in love with his fii’st 
wife ; which ended in a marriage without the consent 
of, and opposed by, his own father, and at first by the 
lady’s father. Miss Elizabeth Mackrabie was the object of 
his passion, and permanent affections. Her parents lived 
at Fulham. Her father is believed to have been in a 
city business, and to have afterwards retned on very 
small means. He had one son and two other daughters, 
Elizabeth being the eldest and somewhat older than her 
lover. It has been said in a scandalous publication that 
Francis married ‘a singer,’ and that Miss Mackrabie 
had an equivocal relation to Mr. Calcraft. The latter 
assertion is a gross calumny, nor were the Mackrabies, as 
alleged, relatives of Calcraft. Miss Mackrabie was a well 
educated and fairly accomplished, attractive girl, always 
resident with her own family — an accomplished musician 
and vocalist, and who in aid of the means of her family 
may have sung at private concerts. As she was without 
fortune. Dr. Francis was of course sorely opposed to the 
union. The attachment between the young people had 
subsisted some time, Francis frequently meeting Miss 
Mackrabie at Mrs. Chandler’s and Mr. Chitty’s, opulent 
friends of the Francis and Mackrabie families. One of 
his father’s letters to him at Lisbon mentions the young 
lady’s Syren song at a Hampstead pai'ty ; and after Philip’s 
1 ‘etum from Portugal he made her presents of flowers. An 
extant correspondence on his offer and ultimate accep- 
tance, leaves no doubt that^it was no sudden engagement. 
It had been so far put an end to in the spring of that 
year by the fathers of both as to remain over sine die. 
A non-intercourse parental decree prohibited the further 
meeting and correspondence of the lovers for the period 
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of three calendar months, and after the expiration of that 
time no engagement was to be entered into until Philip 
Francis possessed an income and means sufficient for the 
maintenance of a wife. But ‘ lovers break not hour’s, except 
it be to come before their time.’ Francis could not con- 
trol such a passion. He reopened, witliin the proliibited 
time, epistolary communication with Miss Mackrabie, her 
own mother and sister Harriet being sometimes the 
‘ conveyancers ’ of the contraband coirespondeuce. One 
evening Francis, at their house at Fulham, was nearly 
discovered by Mr. Mackrabie in a stolen interview with the 
daughter. His own love-letters have not been preserved ; 
but Miss Cholmondeley, a granddaughter of Sir Pliilip, 
possesses five of Miss Mackrabie’s. They are highly 
honourable to the writer. On the 10th of July she urges 
patience on her suitor, expressing dee]) pain lest she 
should be the cause of any estrangement between Philip 
and his father. She tells him that her own father appears 
to consider the attachment at an end, as she herself put 
on an air of ‘ ease ’ she ill felt. They had, it appears, a 
meeting at Fulham the week before by the connivance of 
Mrs. Mackrabie. But although her mother, fearing her 
daughter’s health and depth of affection for Francis, thus 
encouraged the suit, yet the daughter with true feeling 
and better sense urged her suitor not to exchange irre- 
coverable pledges. Philip liad, it appears, by letter, 
pressed her to set their fathers at defiance and to marry 
at all risks. He had entertained hopes of accompanying 
Mr. Hans Stanley to Paris, on his mission there to 
negotiate peace in 1761. Miss Mackrabie reminds him 
of his disappointment. She plainly told him that he had 
not the means of marriage ; that she was herself without 
fortune; that Dr. Francis had told her father he was 
opposed to Philip marrying at such an early age ; that 



50 MEMOIRS OF SIR PHILIP FRANCIS. [1761 

even had Elizabeth possessed 10,000^. he would not have 
given his consent to their union. She adds, that as Philip 
had told her Mr. Wood had procured him two former 
foreign appointments,^ and promised him continued pa- 
tronage, he ought to wait awhile and better his fortune. 
She also said, she gave this earnest advice as the older of 
tlie two. At all events she pressed upon him to wait 
‘ till the expiration of the three months, and when you 
are your own master.’ She even proposes that in the 
w'oi’st event, of early insufficient means of livelihood, she 
would herself willingly wait two years ; and as after that 
period Philip told her he should probably have a rise in 
his present office. 

Francis’s passion would, however, bear no restraint, and 
in vain Miss Mackrabie gave him wiser advice than he 
adopted. She was for some weeks after this letter seriously 
ill. A succeeding letter' from her, of August 22, apprises 
him of her recovery. 

By another of her letters to her lover their secret 
meetings appear to have been again in much risk of dis- 
covei'y by her father. Its date is September 11, endorsed 
by Philip as received at Hampstead on the 14th. One of 
the Miss Chittys acted as the post-mistress. Constant in 
his love, he persistently continued his addresses. It can 
be no wonder that they were more and more acceptable 
to and favoured by a warm-hearted girl, whose mother, 
brother, and sisters, whether wisely or unwisely, thus en- 
couraged or sanctioned Francis’s attentions. 

In June 1761, his father was presented with the 
vicarage of Chilham in Kent. A letter of acknowledg- 
ment from the Doctor of the 26th tells his son of Ins 
possession of his new vicarage, and inviting Philip to 

^ This must haye been after Francises visit to St, Male wiilx the English 
isq^uadroa j hut the date is not given by Mr. Parkes. 
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meet him at Margate for a week’s holiday. He tells him 
he need send him no other newspaper than, the Gazetteer. 
Another parental letter, of July 23, appears to be an 
answer to one from Philip which expressed his regret 
that his affair with Miss Mackrabie had given his father 
great pain. A reply from the old father, on July 23, 
tells the son, ‘ You never one moment lost the affections 
I owe you, yet my esteem is inlinitely more in your 
power than in my own.’ Dr. Prancis believed that 
he had prevented an engagement he not unreasonably 
objected to, and that probably his son would this time 
escape fr'om the darts of Cupid. 

The quarantine term of three months soon expired, but 
still the courtship appears to have continued, if not covertly, 
at least still without the sanction of the two fathers. In 
the following spring (17n2) the lovers were united. The 
marriage does not appear to have been clandestine, but 
whether or not with the knowledge of Dr. Francis or the 
consent of Mr. Mackrabie is unknown. It took place at 
the church of St. Martin’s-in-the-lields, Middlesex, on 
February 27, 17G2. It was evidently a marriage op- 
posed to the wishes of some of the parents. The young 
couple were both of age. They were entitled to form 
their own plans in life ; and there could have been nothing 
discreditable in the conduct of either, as directly after 
the marriage they were received by her own family and 
all. their mutual friends. Dr. Francis of course wms 
grievously pained by a connection -he deemed most im- 
prudent for his only child, and one likely to involve cost 
to himself. He might reasonably have expected such an 
only and talented son to have made ‘ a better marriage.’ 
The event apparently caused a temporary estrangement 
between the father and son. Their correspondence was 
less frequent and intermittent. After the middle of June 
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1761 the volume of their early letters only comprises one 
of the son’s of that year. And a similar hiatus in their 
epistolary intercourse appears to have taken place after 
the marriage in the spring of 1762. 

An undated letter of that year alludes to the ‘ unhappy 
terms ' on which they then hved, but which the Doctor 
begs may not become known to their friends. 

But perhaps it was one of the son’s wisest steps in life. 
Philip was a youth of strong inflammable passions, and 
lie might have inaii-ied far worse. His father’s house 
was no good home to him. The Doctor was constantly ab- 
sent in his country pavisli duties, and when in London he 
was a general ‘ diner out ;’ the son all the day long engaged 
in his own public duties. Young Philip’s wit and social 
spirit and gay manners made him a universal favourite. 
Many connections his father had formed, of the press 
and the theatre, were not such as would have preserved 
the son altogether from some ‘ bad company.’ Marriage 
not only virtuously fixed his affection for woman, but it 
brought with it a deeper sense of moral responsibihty. 
The duties of a husband and a parent were added to those 
of a son. 

Dr. Francis long resented the marriage, and he tliought 
it encouraged and really promoted by the Mackrabies. In- 
deed, though he was soon so far reconciled to his son as to 
see him and exchange letters, he retained a mortal aver- 
sion to his daughter-in-law’s family. Nor was he cor- 
dially reunited to Philip till 1766, their epistolary inter- 
course being intermittent and brief. In political opinions 
also the father and son at tliis time differed. The Doctor 
was an old party-writer, long attached to Lord Holland, 
and afterwards for a time to Lord Bute. He was always 
seeking, expecting, and being promised higher Church 
preferment than he ever obtained. Till the later years 
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of Ills life lie was doomed to disappointment, and, as he 
thought, met with great ingratitude. Though a nominal 
Whig, he attached himself more to men than measures. 
Party-leaders rather than principles usually guided his 
pen. His income for a long period of life was precarious, 
and he was always ‘ poor Pliilip.’ His son had a mind 
of more ardour and independence. 

On the fonnation of Lord Bute’s second ministry, in 
May 1762, soon after Philip’s marriage, partial but con- 
siderable official changes occurred. Lord Egremont ulti- 
mately, vice Pitt, became the Secretaiy for the Northern de- 
partment, in which office Francis then was. Lord Holland 
continued paymaster of tlie forces. Young Francis must 
have been behind the scenes on the fonnation of this 
administration, and on the changes occurring in the latter 
end of the year. He has preserved a long rough list in 
the handwriting of Lord Holland, noting many deter- 
mined and some for reconsideration ; aud also a much 
longer hst of five folio pages, copied out in his own hand, 
but in various parts corrected by Lord Holland. There- 
fore he must have acted as Lord Holland’s confidential 
amanuensis in the proposed completion of the new min- 
istry. In these lists Bigby is first placed as vice-treasurer 
of Ireland, vice Ellis. The provisions for Dyson and 
Whateley appear to have been of difficult determination. 
A receivership-general is entered as ‘ a good employment 
for Vernon.’ A collectorship is to be filled up, ‘not to 
lose a borough.’ Mr. Bagot is to be provided for, ‘ and, 
if he presses, Admiralty or Trade.’ Lord Orwell, the 
noble lord notes, ‘ perhaps may (as I should) prefer the 
Green Cloth.’ In regard to the Navy and Victualling de- 
partments, the noble lord writes, ‘I cannot pick out 
anything in the Navy or Victualling department : Mr. 
Grenville must do that, but perhaps Sir Charles Mordant 
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may find out for his son something desirable among the 
following removals.’ Then follow removals to be forced, 
and some vacancies of offices the incumbents might feel 
disposed voluntarily to vacate. Some partisans out of 
office are set down for certain secondary offices, or to 
have ‘ equivalents.’ The noble lord enters, specially, that 
‘ Sir Samuel Fludyer has my promise ’ for something ; 
and that ‘ Mr. Stephenson has hopes of some share in 
contracts or remittances that remain after peace.’ These 
skeleton lists of the new clmmutiH personcc and ministerial 
programme are not always intelligible now, however they 
would have been to Bubb Doddinscton, and others of 
the age. Thus Francis by this time must have informed 
himself of all the arcana of the statecraft by which his 
country was then governed. He received no rise himself. 
But he states that Lord Egi’emont had promised him 
preferment if he would continue in the Secretary of State’s 
office. One of the counterbalancing disadvantages of an 
experienced superior public servant is that his capacity 
and official aptitude too often make his superiors unwil- 
ling to lose him, as a valued officer, not easily replaced. 

But Francis was not long doomed to be stationary. 
The new ministry was formed, if possible, to avoid Pitt’s 
pressure of a war with Spain, which was not avoided ; 
and to effect a general peace with the continental powers. 
The latter was eventually and soon accomplished in the 
treaty ably negotiated by the Duke of Bedford. Francis, 
we have seen, hoped to have been the secretary to the 
previous Stanley embassy, but was disappointed. Ho 
was, nevertheless, in Lord Egremont’s office, acquainted 
with aU the private details of the negotiations, and was the 
copyist of part of the confidential correspondence between 
Lord Egremont and the Duke of Bedford. In a quarto 
volume he has preserved official copies of the pre- 
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liminaries of the treaty itself and of the secret articles. 
He naturally attached himself to the policy of the ‘ Great 
Commoner,’ and thought we ought to and could have 
dictated better terms of peace instead of apparently suing 
for an indifferent treaty. These views apparently caused 
him to dislike the Duke of Bedford as a minister, and his 
dislikes were generally much akin to aversions. 

A peace, as well as a war, often breaks up or changes 
a ministry. The treaty, as a matter of course, provided 
a powerful opposition with ample stores of party warfare 
against public men, the ministry and the court. Lord 
Bute, as the old ‘ favourite ’ of George III. and the head 
of the administration, was the minister most unpopular. 
Accordingly, an unceasing and virulent war was waged 
against the noble earl by all the respectable opposition 
party pamphleteers, by the correspondents of the anti- 
ministerial newspapers, by the political poets, and the 
lower libellers and caricaturists. Wilkes and Churchill 
were ringleaders of this literary rebellion. All men of 
wit and talent in every department of the press took sides. 
Johnson, Hogarth, every mind of mark, were involved in 
the whirlpool of passion and interest.^ Lord Bute had 
very naturally promoted his Scotch countrymen, for the 
first time, to offices of rank, power, and emolument. Be- 
fore the union of the two parts of our little island, few 
men from across tire Tweed had tasted the sweets of 
British official power. A natural prejudice against Scot- 
land and Scotchmen illiberally prevailed in England. 
The noble earl broke the spell of exclusiveness, and 
is at least entitled to the everlasting gratitude of his 

1 ^ Smollet, Mallett, Francis (Dr.)^ Holme, Mui’pliy, Maudmt, and many 
others, were the instruments employed upon this occasion. It has been said 
that the sum paid to these and other hired writers during the first three 
years of the reign of George in, exceeded 30;000 /.’ — Anecdotes of Chatham^ 
voL i. p. 291, ed. 1792, 
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IsTortliern countrymen. He enlarged the circle of eligi- 
bility to places of honour and profit in the common 
government of the two sections of the Britisli people, and 
mucli to their common advantage. But Lord Bute -was 
the reputed lover of the widowed mother of the sovereign. 
He had been the royal tutor, and he was the modern 
Mordecai sitting at the king’s gate. Lord Bute had, it was 
believed, turned out the Great Commoner. In the eyes 
of the people he was a minion and a Scot. Perhaps no 
public minister had ever been so fiercely or continuously 
denounced by the press. Every real or imaginary griev- 
ance was laid at liis door. His person even was not safe, 
and the libels against him individually were beyond all 
precedent virulent and wounding. The noble premier 
yielded to the storm. He suddenly resigned office in 
April (17(]3). Various reasons have been assigned for 
his reth'ement, not necessary to be here discussed. It 
may perhaps liave been principally caused by Wilkes’s 
establishment of the ‘ North Briton,’ a weekly political 
periodical, commenced June 5, 1762, avowedly to abuse 
and run down the minister. No public man could success- 
fully have long contended against the systematic and 
bitter libels of that celebrated paper, aided also by the ma- 
joi'ity of the journalists. Moreover, Lord Bute must have 
known, as the head of the government, of the ministerial 
design of a crusade against the growing freedom of the 
press. Although he had sent in his resignation before 
tlie seizure of the famous No. 45 of the ‘ North Briton,’ he 
must have known and approved of the coming seizure and 
intended unconstitutional proceedings of the government 
against the proprietors, printers, and distributers of the 
‘libels,’ Lord Bute may have lacked resolution to share 
the responsibility of the policy, or he may have thought 
that his own retirement might tend to the better success of 
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tlie meditated coup d'etat At all events, Saturday, April 
30 , 1763 , was a meurorable day in the history of the 
British press. Early in the forenoon of that clay, three 
of his Majesty’s messengers, by virtue of a warrant signed 
by Lords Egreiuont and Halifax, seized the person of 
Wilkes (then a member of Parliament), held him in 
custody, and took forcible possession of his house. Mr. 
Wood, the Deputy-secretary of State, had instructions to 
justify the acts of the government and to support them. 
From this moment commenced a crusade against our 
public press which lasted for several years, and of which 
memorable contest John Wilkes was the popular hero 
— certainly in his own person, whatever his personal vices 
or political insincerity, a bold, able, and zealous advocate 
of pubhc rights. It is unnecessary here to detail all the 
legal proceedings on the Habeas Corpus in our courts of 
law, or which raised and decided the great constitutional 
question on the illegality of these unwarrantable seizures of 
persons and papers. It may, however, be noticed assingukr, 
that young Francis should happen to have been a clerk 
in Lord Egrcinout’s ofHce, and the protepe of Mr. Under- 
secretary Wood, principal actors in the great struggle of 
arbitrary power with the press. The false position of the 
govermuent was at once apparent to his liberal and well 
educated mind. Although he was no Wilkite, his individual 
political opinions were most adverse to Lord Bute and 
the policy of that nobleman’s ministry. His private cor- 
respondence also shows his participation in tlie popular 
prejudice against the Scotch. But he was in a subordinate 
office under the loading public men, whose policy his 
common sense and knowledge of the British constitution 
knew to be as dangerous and prospectively abortive as it 
was utterly unjustifiable. He had, however, at this time 
no portion to take part in the great question of the times, 
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nor the temptation to tiy his pen. Further, a young 
married man, he "was seeking better preferment, and Mr. 
Wood had been, and continued to be, his most valued and 
indeed liis sole patron. Lord Holland practically retired 
from the ministry -with Lord Bute, though he retained for 
awhile the office of paymaster. Mr. Calcraft also, in the 
following December, \va^ removed from his office of De- 
puty-Commissaiy General of Masters. He and his former 
patron and friend. Lord Holland, in-econcilably quarrelled. 
Calcraft from this period to his death attached himself 
personally and politically to Pitt and Lord Temple. 
Thus was the earlier political connection of Dr. Francis 
and his son broken up and severed by party and per- 
sonal disunion. We are now about to witness the com- 
mencement of the period when young Francis himself 
became a busy, though subordinate, actor in the political 
dramas of these times of changed ministries and party 
cabals. 

Philip Francis at this period, in common with the mass 
of the pubhc, idolised the ‘ Great Commoner ’ Pitt, and 
his disappointment on the retirement of that great minister 
was poignant ; though not shai’ed by his father. The son’s 
early relations to Pitt must have been of no long duration, 
and have terminated on May 29, 17G2, when Lord Bute 
became prime minister. George Grenville had previously 
severed from his family and early political colleagues, and 
in the spring of 1763 had new formed the administration in 
conjunction with the Duke of Bedford, on the retirement 
of Lord Bute. Charles Townsend had temporarily re- 
placed Lord Barrington as Secretary at War. It- is gene- 
rally erroneously stated that Mr. Welbore Ellis did not 
succeed Townsend at that office till May 1763. But 
the War Office letter books contain no letter signed by 
Townsend of later date than November 26, 1 762. , Philip 
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Francis (by the good offices of Ms old friend !Mr. Wood) 
■was appointed by Mr. Ellis first clerk of that department 
probably a month later. No exact record of such an a]> 
pointment is traceable in the War Office or Treasmy 
records ; but the copy book of the private letters of the 
former office contains the following communication to the 
publisher of the ‘ Gazette : ’ 

Sir, — I am directod by the Secretary at War to desire you will 
insert the following letter in the Gazette this evening. 

I am, sir, your most hnmble servant, 

Philip Peakcis. 


The paragraph for the ‘ Gazette ’ enclosed is, ‘ The 
Eight Honourable Welbore Ellis, his Majesty’s Secretary 
at War, has appointed Christopher D’Oyly, Esq. to be his 
Deputy.’ ^ From this fact it appears that Francis and 
D’Oyly, afterwards through great part of life warm friends, 
entered the War Office at the same time. 

In relation to the state of parties, and in preface to the 
next chapter in tlie life of Francis, it need only be stated 
that the public press was at this time the arena of the 
most violent conflict between the various sections of poli- 
tical party. The resignation of Pitt had inflamed the 
public mind. On the day he quitted office, May 29, 1782, 
the first number of the ‘ Briton ’ periodical, a paper con- 
ducted by Smollett, was issued to abuse Pitt, and in praise 
of Bute and liis new ministry. It was immediately after- 
wards that the ‘North Briton,’ conducted by Wilkes and 
Churchill, was established in defence of the opposition. 
In the following year the government prosecution and 
xmconstitutional pei'socution of Wilkes was commenced ; 
which ended eventually in the establishment of a free 

^ War Office Papers. Of B'^Oyly’s antecedents little seems to be known. 
In a volume of Characters (1770, anonymous) ke is said to bave been & 
ebarity-sebool boy at Kortbampton. 
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press, and in tlie publicity of the debates in Parliament. 
This memorable contest called forth the singular iutel- 
lectxial powera and bold mind of young Francis, whose 
early labours in the cause of true hberty, hitherto xin- 
kuown and unacknowledged, will constitute the revelation 
of the following chapters of this biography. 

Tlie year 1763 opened with the bmth of his first child, 
Sarah, born May 29. This daughter being baptised at 
St. Anne’s church, Soho, on the following day, probably 
fixes Francis’s first marriage residence in Nassau Street, 
where Dr. Francis had previously lived. Thus Francis 
improved his sources of happiness as a Irasband and a 
parent. The pecuniary value of his new War Office ap- 
pointment is unascertainable. The salary was no doubt 
trifling, but the secretary, the deputy-secretary and chief 
clerk, had fees and perquisites — considerable in time of 
war. 

The War Office adjoined the Treasury, and at that 
period the department included the chief military affairs 
of the kingdom and the colonies. The office of the com- 
mander-in-chief was then a secondary, and in connection 
with his own. Francis and D’Oyly immediately formed 
an intimate friendship. The latter, though his superior 
officer, was not gifted with powers of composition, and was 
a bad ‘ penman.’ D’Oyly willingly committed to Francis 
the almost exclusive drafting of the official correspondence. 
The great majority of the drafts of letters in answer to 
tliose received, are still extant in the handwiiting of 
Francis, rarely altered by the Secretary at War, and 
never by Deputy D’Oyly. The two latter ‘received’ 
on public days, when officers, contractors, and others 
presented themselves at the office. But the ‘working 
man’ was during the whole period the first clerk Philip 
Francis, 
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Trancis had now completed the first of the three ages 
Plutarch assigns to a statesman, viz. that of learning the 
principles of government. His early initiation in diplo- 
macy, war, and military and naval real life, his acquire- 
ment of both the dead and the living tongues, and his deep 
study of ancient and modern history and jurisprudence 
and of the constitution of his own country, far superior 
to the education of the second Pitt, of Charles Pox, and 
his other contemporaries, gave him obvious comparative 
advantages. The product of a mind so richly cultivated, 
and of such untiring habits of industiy, will now become 
manifest in their remarkable action on his times. His 
ardent mind easily found a vent in the public press of 
London. Lady Prancis states that she once asked him 
when he first began to write in the journals ; his answer 
was, ‘ I scarcely remember when I did not write.' 
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CHAPTEE III. 

FKAXCIS AND THE PEESS. 

[.Ft. 23-24.J 

Francis’s early 'writino-s for tlie newspaper press — Becomes a corre- 
spondent (anonymous) of tlie ^Public Advertiser,’ 1704 — Embraces 
tb<» cause of Wilbes — The * Candor’ pamphlets — Domestic affairs — 

^ Enqiiiry into the Doctrine of Libels/ Ilex v. Almon. 

The first ascertained appearance of Francis in print was 
on the occasion of an 0. P. contest between the play-going 
public and the proprietors of Drury Lane and Covent 
Garden theatres owing to the temporary suspension of half 
prices. He has preserved among his papers a printed hand- 
bill, dated January 25, 1763, addressed to the frequenters 
of the theatres. It eshoi-ts the public to a stout resistance 
of the ‘ innovation,’ and concludes that ‘ one way only is 
left to us to obtain redress, which is to assemble at the 
]>la.y-houses, and demand, with decency and temper, an ex- 
planation on this grievance, which I am certain cannot be 
supported, and owes its establishment to an opinion that 
every imposition, not openly opposed, acquires the sanction 
of prescription.’ This manifesto is signed ‘ An Enemy to 
Imposition.’ A postscript states that ‘ The reason of ad- 
dressing the town in this manner is that all communication 
with the public by the channel of the newspapers is cut off 
through the influence of one of the theatiical managers, 
who has found means to lay that restraint upon the liberty 
of the press, which no minister of state has hitlierto been 
able to effect in this countj^-.’ Garrick was the offending 
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proprietor thus persoually branded. Garrick was a share- 
holder in the ‘ Pubhc Advertiser ’ (then conducted by 
Henry Sampson Woodfall), and was accustomed to 
‘ charm’ the press, and engage it in the interest of the 
theatre proprietors. A month after this contest, a fearful 
riot occurred at the Covent Garden house in consequence 
of ‘ fuU prices ’ being again exacted on the performance 
of ‘ Artaxerxes,’ an opera got up with unusual cost ; and 
after Drury Lane had returned to the old scale. In the 
outbreak, on February 24, the door-keepers of the Covent 
Garden theatre were driven from their posts, the pit 
seats torn up, and the performances put an end to by the 
tumult. An intimate friend of Francis, Thaddeus Fitz- 
patrick, an officer of the Custom house, was a prin- 
cipal ringleader of this last tumultuous revel, and narrowly 
escaped getting ‘ into trouble.’ A newspaper controversy 
again commenced; and, some of the daily joumals dis- 
covering that the best side for them intei-ests was that of 
the public, Francis took part as the champion of the 
popular party. At the end of the folio volume containing 
his early manuscript abstracts of books, he has pasted the 
printed slip of a letter, a column in length, addressed to 
the editor of the ‘ Public Ledger,’ dated March 2, and in 
the margin of the book leaf he states that the letter 
(signed Om of the People) was ‘ written by me at the 
Shakespeare Tavern in 1763, to help my friend Thady 
Fitzpatrick out of a scrape. — ^P. F.’ This letter, in answer 
to the manager Beard’s case, is sensible and temperate. 
Francis admitted that ‘nothing certainly can be less 
justifiable than the violence and riot which ensued. Such 
proceedings are equally contrary to the laws of this 
countiy, and to all good sense and moderation ; ’ but he 
charges the manager with having aggravated and pro- 
longed the riot by refusing to return the money of aU 
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those of the axitlicnce desirous of retiring and not partici- 
pating in the outrages committed. A spirit of satire 
])crvades the entire letter. He ridicules Mr. Beard’s appre- 
hension that the disturbance was only the prelude to future 
violence, and that too easy an acquiescence in the public 
demands might possibly prove rather encouragement than 
prevention, Brancis contending that the manager’s fears 
^ evidently contradict both reason and experience.’ The 
most curious sentence in the letter is its moral — a convic- 
tion Brancis retained throughoixt after life, viz. ‘ I must 
beg leave to inform Mr. Beard that the public ai-e indeed 
often imposed upon by individuals, but are never the 
aggressors ; and that if ever they take the alarm, it is only 
upon occasions where their privileges ai’e invaded, or 
their liberties are attacked.’ 

This letter is not quoted for its intrinsic value and 
talent, but as proof of his earliest communication with 
the press, and the adoption of his first known anonytnous 
signature. A single correction also in the slip, by the pen 
and ink insertion of a comma omitted by the compositor, 
thus early shows his minute attention to punctuation. 

It is almost needless to state that ‘ Artaxerxes ’ was re- 
sumed on the old prices, the public succeeding in a just 
cause. 

In the ‘ Public Ledger ’ he may in this or the following 
year have written other letters or articles, but unfortu- 
nately no file of that paper exists in the Museum or any 
known public or private library. The Burney Collection 
contains some numbei’s of the year 1765, in which year wifi, 
be hereafter shown other probable communications from 
the pen of Brands. In 1764 he appears to have become 
one of the correspondents of the ‘ Public Advertiser.’ 

The ‘ Public Ledger,’ so far as can be ascertained, had 
been heretofore the receiver of the first of Brands’s ‘ mis- 
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cellaneous letters.’ Tliis morniug daily paper, as iiuiuberecl, 
must have been first established about the year 1760. 
Unfortunately no perfect files of its first four years’ issue 
are to be found in our public libraries, the British Museum 
Burney collection only containing some imperfect numbers 
for 1765. Otherwise the pen of Francis, in further com- 
munications to that paper might not improbably be traced 
during the years 1763 and 1764. Miller and Hooper, 
the booksellers of Dr. Francis, were at that period both 
connected ivitli the ‘ Public Ledger,’ and which may ex- 
plain the son’s selection of the journal for his early lucu- 
brations. But, chronologically, Francis must now be 
traced in the columns of another Loudon journal — the 
‘ Public Advertiser.’ 

Henry Sampson Woodfall, a Pauline, and schoolfellow 
of Philip Francis, was a shai'eholder, and (in combination 
with his father) manager, printer, and publisher of the 
latter journal. Woodfall entered the school nearly 
eighteen mouths before Francis, according to the Mercers’ 
Hall registers. The exact date of entry is March 22, 1751 ; 
and a year after Francis’s entry they were for a time class- 
fellows. Woodfidl, the elder of the two boys, left school 
some time in 1754 — about two years before Francis 
quitted. The last joint record of them was in 1754, as 
then the last two boys in the eighth or upper class. When 
parting they little imagined what would be their fiitoe 
pohtical and literary relations. Woodfall’s natural talents 
were of an average character, but he became a fair scholar, 
and was early entrusted with the conduct of the ‘ Pubhc 
Advertiser.’ He was a man of integrity and common sense, 
well qualified for his vocation in the general editorship 
of a journal of the period. Francis must have known the 
reliabihty of Woodfall and his moral courage and prudence 
as an editor ; but for reasons which wiH soon become 
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transparent lie kept up ivith Ms old schoolfellow in after 
life only the forms of acquaintance, and occasionally meet- 
ing together at annual Pauline dinners. 

Tlie political circumstances of the times which led to 
the first reinaikablc contribution of Francis to Woodfall’s 
pa[)er must now be stated, as introductoiy to Francis’s 
hitherto unknown authorship of some political pamphlets 
in assertion of the right of a free press and the law of 
libel, of singular power, wit, and legal acumen. His great 
acquirements in constitutional law and history have been 
already traced in the ample records of his reading and 
abstracts of our best English works. 

The great public event which appears in 1703 and 1704 
to liave engaged his whole mind, wnis the illegal arrest of 
Wilkes and the seizure of Wilkes’s private papers under 
the warrants signed consequent on the publication of 
Ko. 45 of the ‘ North Briton.’ English history scarcely re- 
cords any violation of constitutional rights which so imme- 
diately and furiously excited the public mind, Wilkes 
may have been in personal conduct a profligate man — his 
writings even for his times were libellous and coarse, 
and his political opinions of an ultra-liberal caste. Still 
lie was a man of letters, a clever writer, and one who when 
called to account for personalities had the courage to avow 
anonymous writings, and to accept duel challenges in 
defence of his ^ honour.’ From the position of a dema- 
gogue, Wilkes was now elevated by ministeinal persecu- 
tion to the pedestal of a martyr ; and he skilfully played 
the latter part, defying his ministerial prosecutors with 
signal courage, temper, endurance, and good sense. The 
ministry ‘ caught a Tartar,’ and at leisure repented their 
persecution of a poxmlar leader who, had he been left to 
find Ms own level, would probably have been bought over 
td their side or liave early vanished from the political stage. 
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Philip Francis took an intense interest in this memor- 
able contest between Willces and despotic power. His 
instructed and sagacious mind saw the deep present and 
future public interests involved in the issue. The daring 
and flagrant act of the government was a revival of the 
worst Stuart and Star Chamber policy. If Wilkes’s per- 
son and private papers might be seized with impunity 
under the written order and fiat of two Privy Councillors, 
and the sanctuary of a gentleman’s private dwelling might 
legally be violated, every Englishman was subject to the 
like outrage. It was an impohtic and intolerable act of 
the executive, and might have befallen Dr. Francis or 
Philip Francis. But the young office clerk could not 
openly profess his indignation or political sympathy with 
the cause of Wilkes. Lord Egremont had been only 
lately his cliief in office, and had only lately promised him 
preferment had he continued in the Secretary of State’s 
oflice. Mr. Wood, the under Secretary of the Treasury, 
the secondary but principal instrument of the seizure of 
Wilkes, was his early and constant patron, and to whom he 
was indebted for his new position in the War Office. Mr. 
Welbore Ellis, the Secretaiy of War, was the member of 
the administration by whom the clerkship was nominally 
given him ; his own father was a leading partisan writer, 
in the interest of Lord Bute and the existing ministry. 
The clerk of the War Office had therefore every conceiv- 
able motive to keep his opinions to himself. He would 
obviously conceal any use of his pen on the side of 
Wilkes. Moreover, it will hereafter be seen, fi:om later 
private letters of Francis, that he shared the prevalent 
ffisrespect for Wilkes’s private character — an incubus on 
the ‘ Wilkites ’ — ^desiring to separate the man from the 
momentous cause involved in the question of general 
warrants. But although thus justly discriminating, and 
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iiotwitlistancling liis dislike of Wilkes's exti’eme Whig 
professions, Francis honestly and naturally shared in tire 
public indignation against the ministerial acts. Francis, 
from his knowledge of human character, had learnt that 
bad men Avei'C ol’ten at the head of good institutions, 
and that principles ought not to be abandoned because 
some professors were vicious characters. He could dis- 
tinguish between a cause and those who take a cause in 
hand. 

Tile press of course forthwith teemed with articles on 
general warrants. The subject was indeed for awhile the 
almo.st exclusive to]iic of party discussion and pamphleteer- 
ing controversy. Francis, initiated in newspaper corre- 
spondence, had read a letter in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of 
July 29, 17G4, under the anonymous signatiu’c of Crito, 
justifying verdicts obtained by tlie government against 
the printers of the ‘ North Briton’ for libels in No. 45 ; 
and he entered the lists in the same journal against this 
writer under the anonymous signature of Candor, in an 
answer rapidly prepared, as it was published in the 
‘Advertiser’ of August 2. Candor was unknown to 
Woodfall, because the latter, on August 7, declined to 
accept a second letter unless his correspondent complied 
with the conditions stated in the following notice to cor- 
respondents: — 

If our corrospondont 0. will make himself known, to us, we shall 
perhaps ho induced to comply with his request ; but if he is un^vill- 
ing to step forth and avow himself the author, or indemnify ns for 
any charge whenever we are called upon by aviliorUy, the printer 
does not ehooso to run the risk of an expensive prosecution, and 
perhaps a personal trouble into the bargain. No one certainly can 
blame him for this caution, who avails himself of the same by being 
concealed. 0. will understand our meaning when we hint to him 
that enimgh has been said already. We wish for a continuance of 
his correspondence on any future occasion. 
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The reader will notice that the initial C. for the first 
time here appears as the nom de guerre of 'VYoodfall’s now 
correspondent, and probably was the alphabetical letter 
under which the editor of the '• Public Advertiser ’ for 
years communicated with the same writer. How it hap- 
pened that Woodfixll preserved Candor's note and enclo- 
sui'e can only be matter of speculation. It may have 
been from fear of a prosecution of the publisher of this 
first Candor letter. The Woodfall MSS. contain bonds 
of indemnity to the proprietors from writers in the event 
of expenses of prosecution.^ Candor must have dechned 
to reveal his name ; and discontinuing his correspondence 
with the ‘ Public Advertiser,’ he transferred the remaindei 
of his manuscript to Almon the bookseller for pamphlet 
publication ; who printed it without delay, as it was 
published on September 22 following. Almon evidently 
did not then, or indeed appai'ently at any period of his 
life, know the name of the xvritor. The author was as 
little or less likely to have made himself known to Almon 
as to Woodfixll. His object in non-compliance with the 
requirement of the former was the preservation of his 
incognito. Candor remained equally unknowm to the 
])ublic men of the day. This publication was only the 
first of a series of political pamphlets on the liberty of 
the press, doubtlessly from the same pen continued to the 
termination of tlic Junius Letters, now designated as the 
‘Candor Pamphlets.’ The authorsliip has continued as 
great a mysteiy as that of Junius ; the Candor letters 
being variously (on uttexdy insufficient grounds) assigned 
to Lord Camden, Pratt his relative, Dunning, Lord 
Temple, and others. But all these subsequent Candor 
productions will be hereafter noticed in their chronological 


^ See Appendix. 
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and pi’oper periods of publication. This first Candor 
panijdilet has very great merit. The original Ahnou title 
was simply, ^ A letter to the “ Public Advertiser ’ Avith 
the motto, ‘ lioni soit qui mal y peuse.’ 

The entire para})hiet of fifty-one octavo pages must, 
therelbre, by the above date, have been written within a 
month. ISTo explanation can be given of ‘ Gray’s Inn ’ as 
the place of its superscription. An inspection of the 
names of the members, students, and chamber renters of 
that Inn aflbrds no clue to the author. No bencher, 
member, or chambers renter of Gray’s Inn had any 
known qualifications for the authorship. Francis’s 
brotlier-iu-law, Alexander Jlackrabie, hadabout this period 
chambers in the lun. But obviously, as Candor took 
such pains to conceal his name, he would never have 
placed himself in danger by any hint. Probably the 
adoption of ‘ Gray’s Inn ’ was casual only ; or perhaps 
fictitious adoption, and to give an air of professional 
authorship. It is most unlikely that the writer would 
give any clue to an identity so studiously and long con- 
cealed ; least of all, that, if a lawyer, he would have dated 
his letter from his oAvn Inn or place of business. More- 
over, an attentive perusal of Candor must convince every 
lawyer tliat the Avriter was no practised or practical 
lawyer, hoAvever learned in constitutional lore. The 
phraseology is untechnical ; the foAV cases cited are not 
quoted from original authorities, or as a professional man 
adduces cases. An affectation of a legal education -without 
pursuit of the law as a profession pervades the pages. 
Old age is pretended, and therefore a younger writer may, 
per contra, be reasonably suspected. An anonymous 
writer so carefi.illy concealing his real character was not 
likely to confess the number of his years. 

But what facts and evidence bring the authorship home 
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to Philip Francis ? They are as foUo-ws : A large collection 
of political pamphlets of the period, acquired and bound by 
him, contain every tract and record of this great constitu- 
tional question and of the public life of Wilkes. Many of 
the tracts Francis has manuscript noted. He preserved also 
a copy of the government short-hand writer’s notes of the 
arguments and speeches of counsel and judges in the 
Coiu’t of Common Pleas, in May 1763, winch resulted in 
the maintenance of Wilkes’s privilege as a member of 
Parliament, and when he was discharged from custody. 
This copy consists of 106 MS. folio pages. It was 
evidently one of the Treasury Solicitor’s copies, because 
in the legal records of that department other copies 
exist, evidently from the same stationer’s office. Pro- 
bably Francis would readily obtain this copy through his 
fi'iend kir. Wood, or through other official channels he had 
access to. He has bound it also with a MS. folio copy of 
tlie celebrated speech of Lord Mansfield, on the discharge 
of the rule nisi against Woodfall for a new trial in the Junius 
prosecution. And his own notes in several of the printed 
octavo volumes show his partiality for Lord Camden, as 
contrasted with Lord Mansfield, in these several political 
trials. Francis had also copies of ahnost every edition 
of the Candor pamphlets. Why should he thus have 
collected so many, most of them varied in the text 
by some omissions, additions, or other alterations? 
Further, Francis’s library contained aU the historical 
books from which Candor (at second-hand generally) 
cited his legal cases and authorities. The first Candor 
publication satirises Hume’s history, and Warburton’s 
Divine Legation, both authors known to Francis, and es- 
timated by him in the sense which Candor states. Every 
sentiment of the pamphlet in question is consistent vith 
Francis’s courses of study and manuscript notes on books. 
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Bacon, Algernon Sydney, and Lord Clarendon are cited 
— Ins favourite writers. Candor particularly disclaims 
being a ]iaid_ or a party writer. He praises Mr. Pitt’s 
administJ’ations for their non-use of general warrants and 
their abstinence from ‘ odious crown prosecutions.’ In 
espousing the cause of Wilkes, he does not conceal his 
personal dislike of the man. There is a dash also of 
levity as regards I’emarks on priestcraft. Eulogising the 
style of Hume, he describes it as ‘ not inferior to that of 
the Jesuit Father Orleans,’ a book of which the translation 
by Echard was in Francis’s possession, and had been 
studied by him. So far, without anticipating conclusive 
ai-guments from after pamphlets of Candor (to 1774 in- 
clusive), Francis from the internal evidence was the 
natural and sole author of the first of these celebrated 
productions. Its quaint style, wit, and irony were his in- 
dividual qualifications ; and commentators have been 
unable to assign the authorship on any reasonable grounds 
to any other individual. Fo proof whatever has been 
given in favom: of Lord Camden, his relative Mr. Pratt, or 
Dunning. Perhaps the only colourable suggestion is the 
name of Lord Temple. But the two lords in no instance, 
by pamphleteering or speeches, gave proof of the peculiar 
wit, quaintness, and biting satire of Candoi’. Nor do the 
family papers of either contain a document or letter 
rendering either even open to suspicion as the writer. 
Mr. Pratt’s name was a mere guess. 

Thus far the ascription of authorship depends on pro- 
babilities; but accident, some years since, identified 
Francis with Candor. Mr. Henry D, Woodfall, who had 
before communicated, as he believed, all his grandfather’s 
papers for aid of this biography, found a bundle of his 
grand&ther’s papers, in which was an undated penny 
posted note from Candor to the editor of the ‘ Advertiser,’ 
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suggesting a reprint of the Candor letter, and enclosing a 
list of errata and corrigenda. The note is -written cross- 
ways on half a sheet of folio paper, and signed Candor. 
The errata are on a full folio sheet of a different paper. 
Both the papers bear different water marks, both papers 
so water-marked having been in use at the War Office in 
1764. The size of the handwriting of the two documents 
somewhat varies, as also does the ink ; probably being 
penned at different places or at different times. The hand- 
writing is indifferently but palpably disguised, particularly 
in varied form of the capital letters. It is unquestion- 
ably that of Francis — the ‘ St. Paul’s school hand ’ the 
basis. Further, the numeral figures, and the arbitrary 
marks in the peculiar modes of erasures, scoring, and 
punctuation (the latter evidently perfected after the 
completion of the copy), all exactly tally with his calli- 
gi'aphical habits and manuscripts of 1764. The postage 
stamp does not contain the date of post office receipt or 
delivery, nor the local receiving office in London, where 
the letter was posted. The seal was wafer, stamped by 
an oval seal, apparently the head of some Eoman, now 
not perfectly visible. 

The note is a suggestion to Woodfall to reprint his 
Candor letter, and then follow a list of errata and 
corrigenda. The former is as follows : — 

Sir, — Excuse this second trouble. In the additions -which I sent 
this morning to Candor’s Letter, I recollect inadvertently to have 
thrown in, Speaking of Perjuiy, the words ivilful corinipt Per- 
jury; now I beg the favour of your not forgetting to strike out 
wilful as slipping under my pen by mistake. And if you re- 
print the Letter with the additions and alterations alluded to, I beg 
you to transpose the addition last mentioned in the following manner 
‘ were words of cour.se like corrupt m an Indictment for Perjury or 
like those in an Indictment for Murder, &c.’ 

Nothing but Imste made me do otherwise at first. I have nothing 



80 


MEMOIBS OF SIF. PHILIP FRANCIS. 


[17G4 


further to add, xiidess it be that it was Sir Samuel Bcmardistoii, 
and not B/n*nardistc)ii ; And that you may if you please instead of 
plain ijuiir liuudilc sci'cant conclude the Letter by sa\ing, 

I am Sir, &c., 

Candor. 

The ‘^errata and corrigenda’ are in the same hand- 
writing, as follows : — 

For the Pidlic Adverf/scr. 

At the desire of some of our customers who complain of their not 
being ahlc‘ to get a sight of the following letter, by tlie scarcity of 
our last Thursday's paper, we have reprinted it. 

1. at first interrupted the Council, and informed them, and after- 
wards 

2. or in Perjury that it was coiumpt Perjmy. 

3. His Lordship’s summing up was long and pathetick, and com- 
manding, and seemed to express the sentiments of the Heart. It 
would, 1 think, have affected any unprejudiced People. 

X . for two Hours, 

4. and altered. 

5. This is a cause of publick example and consequence. And 
afterwards in summing up to the Jury the same great man repeated 
and enfoi’ced the same arguments, and added, among other things, 

* If then, Gentlemen, you believe the Defendant did wiite and publish 
these letters, that is proof enough of the words maliciously, sedi- 
tiously, and fiiciiously laid in the Information. It is high time, for 
all mankind, to rid the nation of such caterpillars, such monsters of 
■vdllainy as these are. I hope I shall never lose my heart nor spirit 
to serve the Government, nor forbear to use my utmost diligence to 
see that such persons as these offenders, that entertain principles so 
destructive to the government, bo brought to condign punishment. 
Gentlemen, The Question before you is whether the Defendant be 
guilty of muting these malitious, seditions letters : they tread very 
near upon the borders of High Treason itself. I am sure I may ven- 
tnnj to call it Oossen German to High Treason. They are Traitors in 
their mimis, whatsoever they are in their outward pretenses,' 

6. ami both of them are remarkable for their abilities. But, 
indeed, there is this striking difference in their characters, that the 
former was a bold, and insolent lawyer, whereas no man conld 
ever apply either of these words to the latter, for nothing can be 
more conciliating or winning than the manners of the present Chief 
Justice. His Lordship is, I presume, naturally of a different temper, 
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lias Lad a very different edncation, and possesses many refinements 
and accomplislimonts of arfc and eloquence tliat the other wanted, 
and has withal had the advantage of having ahvays practised in 
Courts of Equity, which alone surprizingly softens the rigour of the 
Common Law, renders it more pliant, and accommodates it more to 
the circumstances of the Time. 

This first Almou edition contained nearly all the errata 
corrected, and the alterations refused by Woodfall. It 
sold rapidly, and was immediately noticed in most of the 
periodical reviews as a remarkable pamphlet. A second 
edition was advertised in a few weeks. Almon’s adver- 
tisement of the latter in the ‘ Public Advertiser,’ of Oc- 
tober 19, contained the following foot-note, evidence of 
the author being unknown to his publisher : — 

The letter dated October 17 was received yesterday. Every 
request is complied with, and an. answer is ready ; where shall it le 
i^cut I 

The title of this edition was slightly altered,^ some 
few passages in the first edition being omitted, a little 
new matter added, and further errata corrected. 

Prancis preserved no record of any correspondence 
with his father in this year. Not only had the marriage 
with Miss Macki'abie deejily offended the Doctor, but the 
political opinions of the ])iU'ent and son were diametrically 
opposed. Dr. Prancis in 17G4 was writing against the 
Bedfoi'd and Grenville ministry, in support of Lord 
Bute and the opposition, satirising Pitt as the modern 
Cleon, and abusing Wilkes. An anonymous quarto 
pamphlet of thirty-eight pages (many passages of which 
are repetitious of the letter of a Brigadier-General pam- 

^ The title Huhstituted was ^ A Letter from Candor to the Public Adver- 
tiser.” Containing a Senes of Constitutional Remarks on some late Interest- 
ing Trialt*/ Pneo 3.9, A third edition was issued by Almon in 1770, 
entitled ^ A Letter from Otindt)r to the Public Advertiser.” Printed from a 
more legible copy.’ This is its title also in vol. i. of ^Almon's Collection of 
Interesting Tracts/ from 1704 to 1773, being the first article in vol. i. 
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plilet of 1760) is noted in the son’s hand as written by 
his father, entitled ‘ The Political Theatre,’ with a MS. 
key to the public characters attached. Thus the two 
were arrayed on different paidy sides, besides the causes 
of family difference. The fact of this temporary aliena- 
tion is patent in a letter from Philip Fi'ancis to his wife 
iu August, in which the sou tells her, ‘ My fatlier’s house- 
keeper calls sometimes, but I have never seen her, nor 
the Doctor himself.’ The elder Francis, however, ob- 
tained a pension and good Church preferment from Lord 
Bute’s influence; the younger using his pen from disin- 
terested and exclusively patriotic impulses. 

Sometime early in this year, or at the close of 1706, 
Francis changed his residence to Duke Street, West- 
minster ; a record in his own hand of the birth of his 
second child, Elizabeth, stating her to have been there 
born on March 2, 1704, and the girl being baptised in 
St. Margaret’s church. Mrs. Francis, in ill health, accom- 
panied by her mother, went to Brighton, coutinuing 
there from June to the end of August. Francis there- 
fore, it is observable, had undisturbed leisure at home 
during that period. His letters to his wife during her 
long absence were frequent and most affectionate. 
Twelve of them have been preseived, but they contain no 
matters of interest as regards public or literary topics. 
The tw’O children remained with the father. Francis 
writes his wife, on Juno 30, ‘ I had little Betsy in my 
arms tliis morning, which made Sarah so jealous, tliat she 
roared with vexation. But I am very good to them 
both.’ In this letter occurs Francis’s first mention of liia 
old schoolfellow and friend llosenhagen as probably 
coming to London the following Monday to visit him for 
a week. In a note to Miu Francis, July 10, he says, 
‘ The two children and I played together this morning 
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above half an hour on the carpet ; it amuses me vastly 
to see how fond Sally is of her sister, and what efforts she 
makes to speak to her ; Fi-ta-to-tu.’ In acknowledging 
Mrs. Francis’s reply, he compliments her by observing, 

‘ You really improve much in your stile.’ 

Tuesday, August 14, 1764. 

My dearest Betsy, — I thank you for your letter of Friday last ; 
it was one of the most agreeable I have received from you, for two 
reasons — because you talk of your return, and because you give me 
hopes that you will return in health. The bed will be sufl&ciently 
aired for youi* mother, as Rosenhagen has been lying in it for this 
month past, and will continue to do so till Saturday next. We are 
but just returned from an expedition to Blackwall, where we have 
been to pay a visit to honest G-ravier : the poor fellow is amazingly 
pulled down, and looks so thin you could hardly know him, but 
IS in good spirits. I have commissioned him to buy a complete set 
of table and tea china, and I propose laying out about 20?. in it. The 
children are perfectly well. 

The time till Monday seems long, but it will come. 

Yours ever, 

P. P. 

The correspondence shows that Francis allowed his * 
wife a fixed allowance, and that although he counselled 
her to be frugal in lier e.xpeuditure, he several times 
urged her not to debar herself any extra outlay essential 
for her comfort and restoration to health, and that he 
would make good any excess of her allowance. In one 
of his last notes he tells her to take the fom‘ inside places 
of the Bath coach, though she only required two. His 
letters, in fact, prove his strong affection and solicitude 
for her recovery. Almost all the letters are dated from 
the War Office, franked by D’Oyly. 

His last letter, before Mrs. Francis’s return, was written 
on the night of the 16 th, when, though not tipsy, he was 
the worse for claret. Singularly, his inebriety affected 
his handwritmg in this letter, and it is mentioned because 
several years afterwards it will be shown that one of his 
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political letters in a feigned hand similarly varied from 
the accident of an over-indulgence in wine. 

Thursday, August 16, 1704. 

My dearest Betsy, — Besides fhanking you for your letter, I liave 
notliing to say but that Biosenliagen set out yostei‘day Avith Gravicr 
for Dunkh'k. The latter was obliged to go tlntlicr upon business, 
and the parson^ thought he could not have a better opportunity oT 
seeing' France than that which offered yesterday. The scheme was 
proposed at live o’clock yesterday, and at six they were in the post- 
chaise. This is what you inay call a sudden resolution. Words 
cannot express niy impatience to have you in my arms. At sevcai 
on Monday I expect you. Will the machine bring you to the door, 
or where shall I order James to wait for you ? Bemembcr to ask 
for my handkerchief at the Cat Tun at East Grinstcad To say the 
truth, my dear girl, I liave been dining with honest Fitz & Co., and 
am not in my perfect mind ; bnt yon see that, even while 1 forget 
myself, I still remeinlier you. It is true I am endowed with a most 
capricious humour, but I am always wise enough to know that I am 
possessed of the best girl in the woidd, and that I never could bo 
happy without her. Adieu. P. F, 

It is singular that a young man of such untiring habits 
of writing should throughout life continually complain of 
the labour of penmanship. In a letter of this period, 
July 5, to Mrs. Francis, he says, ‘ If I had any news to 
send you my letter should be longer. You know how 
mortally I detest writing ; nothing could possibly make 
me so punctual but that I believe it gives you a pleasure, 
and I hope contributes to kec}) up your spii'its.’ 

No marvel Francis should feel the mechauical labour 
of writing private letters, when, besides his daily War 
Office avocations, he wrote so much for the j)ublic press. 
‘Candor ’ was no sooner published than he produced a 
still more able and elaborate essay on the uncoiistitu- 
tionality of general warrants. A majority in the Com- 
mons had justified the seizure outrage on Wilkes. Chai'les 
Townsend had anonymously published a clever, hut not 
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a full, defence of the minority published by Almon. This 
pamphlet was forthwith answered in a ministerial brochure, 
entitled ‘ A Defence of the Majority,’ by Chai-les Lloyd, the 
private secretary of Mr. George Grenville, and supposed 
to have been ‘ perused and settled ’ by that minister. 

‘ Candor ’ also was hostilely criticised in the government 
newspapers. Francis in the meanwhile was adding to his 
armouiy and filling his quiver with new and barbed 
arrows. Late in the autumn of this year appeared his 
most remarkable tract on the question, first entitled ‘ An 
Enquiry into the Doctrine of Libels, Warrants, and Seizures 
of Papers.’ It was in fact an elaboiate treatise on these 
subjects ; a volume rather than a pamphlet.^ This justly 
celebrated vindication of a free press and the constitutional 
liberties of the British people was of equally mysterious 
authorship, and has continued so to the present day. As 
in the case of ‘ Candor,’ it has been variously ascribed to 
Lord Camden, Dunning, Lord Temple, and others, on no 
better grounds. Almon certainly was ignorant even 
of the authorship. Had he received the manuscript 
from Lord Temple, he w^uld probably have intrusted 
the secret to his lordship, their relations being most 
confidential. This last publication had a still greater- 
success than the letter of Candor. Indeed its argu- 
ments were considered conclusive, and it virtually 
closed the political controversy. Ho tolerable critic of 
composition, unity of style, ‘manner,’ and argument 
can reasonably doubt the common origin of the two 
productions if carefully examined. The same vein of wit, 
irony, satire, and quaintness, and affected carelessness of 

^ Tlie first exact title was ^ An Enq^uirj into tlie Doctrine; lately propa- 
gated, concerning Libels, Warrants, and tbe Seizure of Papers; witb a yiew 
to some Proceedings and. tbe Defence of them by tbe Majority; upon tbe 
Principles of Law and tbe Constitution ; in a Letter to Mr. Almon from tbe 
Patber of Candor.’ London, Almon, 1764* Price 2$. M, Pp. ISo* 
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composition runs through eveiy page. It affords to every 
lawyer further au<l conclusive proof that no member of 
the legal p]-ofossion could have Avritten it, or fallen into 
its unprofessional errors. Walpole calls it a ‘ masterly 
tract,' as ‘ bitter,’ and as having much ‘ unaffected wit,’ and 
‘as the only tract that ever made me understand law.’ ^ 
Gray, in a letter to Walpole, enquires, ‘ Is the old man 
and the hiAvyer put on, or is it real ? Or has some real 
lawyer furnished a good part of the materials, and another 
person employed them? This I guess.’ Walpole himself 
had been suspected, and, as he stated, much to the gratifi- 
cation of his vanity, although he felt himself honourably 
obliged to repudiate the parentage. 

The work Avas probably published on November 29, 
pursuant to advertisement in the ‘ Public AdA’crtiser ’ of 
the day previous. It ran through several editions, receiving 
enlargements and improvements by the author. It was 
coarsely and violently attacked in the ministerial neAVS- 
papers, but ineffectively. Many opponents asserted that 
unmistakably the author was no practising lawyer. Lord 
Mansfield felt the sting acutely, as did the ministry and 
the court His lordship instituted a prosecution against 
Almon, the publisher ; not in the ordinary procedure by 
indictment or information, but by motion in the Court of 
King’s Bench for a Avrit of attachment for contempt. 
The passage selected for prosecution Avas from the third 
edition ; a paragraph in p. 21 5, imputing to the Lord 
Chief Justice the arbitrary and illegal alteration of the in- 
formation or record in the prosecution of Wilkes for No. 
45 of* the ‘ North Briton.’ A rule nisf, to show cause 
why a writ of attachment should not issue against Almon, 
was granted by the court on the motion of the Attorney- 

^ Walpole’s ^Memoirs of Geoyge III./ toI. i. p. 37^ and toL iii. p. 105, 
Excellently edited by Sir Denis Le Marcbant* 
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General, Januaiy 25, 17G5. When the day arrived for 
showing cause. Lord Mansfield left the court ; Sir J. E. 
Wilmot became the onlyjudge present, Denison and Yates 
being absent from illness. Wilmot refused to hear the 
matter singly, postponing it till the next term and a full 
bench. On May 1 following (Easter Term), Sir Eichard 
Aston (appointed a puisne judge on Denison’s resignation) 
with Wilmot and Yates, heai’d the arguments on showing 
cause why the writ should not issue. Dunning and Ser- 
geant Glynn ably argued the case on behalf of Almon, 
the Attorney and Solicitor-General (Norton andDe Grey) 
with Moreton and Wallace, on belialf of the Crown. 
The defendant’s counsel contended that the paragraph in 
question was no libel properly applicable or personal to 
Lord Mansfield; that if a libel tlie publisher was only 
amenable to a trial by jury, and that an attachment was 
in illegal mode of procedure. Lord Ferrers’ case against 
his countess was cited, and a then recent case against 
the publisher of the ‘Moderator,’ in which latter case, 
Lord Chief Justice Pratt, C.P., being libelled, a rule for an 
attachment was not made absolute. In the same volume 
containing the MS. report of the Wilkes K.B. argument 
Francis has bound up a copy of the ‘ Moderator,’ No. 3, 
with a manuscript note in his own hand — ‘ The second 
number was never published, the author being threatened 
with a prosecution.’ The ‘ Moderator ’ was projected as a 
weekly paper, price twopence hal^enny. This first and 
only number was published November 19, 1763.^ The 
Crown advocates of course contended for the perfect 
legality of the motion, and denounced the heinousness of 
Almon’s offence. The Attorney-General said the prose- 

^ The number consists of six pages, printed by X Wilkie, St. Paul’s 
Churchyard, London. It is in favour of Wilkes, so far as regards the law 
of his case, but condemnatory to Wilkes’s personal character. 
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ciition ATould have been abandoned had Almon, when 
served witli the rule imi, '■ made some kind of submission 
and stojiped the circniation of the book ; ’ but instead of 
such penitence ‘ he had printed the libel several times 
since, and laid circxdatod it all over Eui’ope.’ Lord 
Mansfield had again left tlxe court when the argument 
commenced. On the conclusion of the argument, Sir J. E. 
Wilmot, who presided, said the cases were so conflicting, 
and tlie issue so important, the court would lake time to 
consider its decision. ISlt) judgment was given in that terra. 
A most ludicrous error in the original ])roceedings libei’ated 
Almon from the flings of his prosecutors. A report had 
been prevalent earlj’’ in Trinity Term that a ‘ flaw ’ laid 
been disi'overed. The fact had reached Almon ’s ears, and 
he had told his counsel of it ; but they, not having them- 
selves discovered the error, gave no credit to their client’s 
communication. But on the following day, as the court was 
about to rise, and Lord Mansfield having again suddenly 
left, Sir J. E. Wilmot called for Almon’s counsel. Dun- 
ning was in court, and Glymi, having just left, was recalled 
at the hall door. The judge informed them that there was 
found to be a matoiial mistake in the January rule ; it was 
entitled The King against John Wilkes, instead of The 
King against John Almon. The judge then intimated that 
the bench desired the defendant’s counsel would consent 
to an amendment of the misnomer. Dunning and Glynn 
both stoutly refused to forego their advantage. Judge Yates 
said that the mistake had only come to his knowledge a 
day or two previously ; and though it was not the practice 
of the court to make corrections, yet in this particular 
case he thought a rectification would be perfectly right 
and irecessary. Sir It. Aston agreed with his brother 
Judge, saying it ‘ was a very particular issue, in which the 
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lionour of the court was deeply concerned.’ Sir J. E. 
Wilmot, with much warmth and earnestness, in vain re- 
peated the pressure on Almon’s counsel. Sergeant Glynn 
moved the discharge of the rule. The court refused. 
The Attorney-General olfered to consent to the dischai’ge 
of the rule, but on terms inadmissible to the defendant’s 
counsel. Finally Sir J. E. Wilmot asked Sergeant Glynn 
as a gentleman to give his consent. The judge and coun- 
sel Avere socially intimate friends, and Glynn Avas piqued 
by such an appeal. He replied, with Avarmth, ‘ that as a 
man of honour he could not consent, for that his client 
had been Avith him the day before and told him of the 
error and the intention of a proposed amendment, which 
at that time he did not give credit to ; and that Almon 
had insti'ucted him particularly not to consent to any 
amendment proposed.’ This extraordinary scene, lasted 
two hours, another subtei-fuge being also suggested by the 
Crown counsel, and as peremptorily refused. 

The Treasury solicitor’s pr-epared a new and much en- 
larged accusation with new affidaA'its, charging fresh 
matter of libel, and on which they obtained another rule 
nisi. But in the meantime Almon had ‘ retired ’ into the 
country and could not be served. The ofircei's unable 
personally to serve the absentee publisher, application 
for a third rule was made, Avhen the court, on the com- 
plaint that Almon was avoiding service, granted a rule 
with the unusual order ‘ that leaving a copy of this rule 
with, and showing the origmal to any of the family of the 
said John Almon, shall be deemed good service of this 
rule and the defendant was ordered to shoAv cause on 
the following Tuesday why an attachment should not issue. 
On the day appointed, Dunning applied to the court 
for an extension of time, as the defendant could not 
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possibly prepare a defence in so important an issue of 
law and tacts, and alluding specially to ‘ the great length 
of fresh matter.’ The court in its ‘ indulgence ’ enlarged 
the time for showing cause until the next term. Fortu- 
uateh" for Almon, and perhaps for the honour of a political 
bench of judges, in July the Eockingham administration 
discontinued the prosecution ; or rather the new Crown 
ollicers were instructed to let it ‘ drop.’ 

The Law Eeports contain no record of this memoi*- 
iible attempt to pervert the law by the suppression of an 
adinii’able and perfectly legitimate defence of the liberty 

01 the press. Indeed we have but scanty notices of the 
gallant contest maintained by writers, printers, and pub- 
lishers against the political Crown prosecutions of the first 
twelve years of the reign of George III., except of the 
numerous legal proceedings against Wilkes. The Crown 
did not usually chronicle its failures, and defendants were 
too glad to escape from the toils of persecution witliout 
tempting the hands of power to repeat them.^ 

It is scarcely worth while here to state the external 
and internal evidence of both pamphlets being by the 
.same author. Ample reasons have been lately given for 
the belief, and many more might be added. In a future 
chapter further proof will be given. The original as- 
.sumed name of the second publication is the ‘ Father of 
Candor.’ The place of date is ‘ Westminster, October 17, 
1704.’ Francis, it will have been observed, had removed 
into Duke Street, W^estminster. Probably he desired that 
his second publication should appear under another 
signature as a second and distinct advocate of the cause. 
But the latter pamphlet abounds in incidents which bring 

^ A meagre report of this ease of Almon was published in 1788, in Almon 
and Bebretfs ^Collection of Scarce and Interesting Tracts ’ (vob L p. 260)* 
It contains the onginal rule and aifidavits. 
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the authorship honie to his pen. The motto on the title- 
page is from ‘ Chevy Chace ’ — 

The child may rue, that is unborn, 

The hunting of that day. 

This same motto is one of two which appeared on the 
title-page of ‘ A Genuine Account of the late Grand Ex- 
pedition to the Coast of France under Admiral Hawke 
Ivnowles Broderick and General Mordaunt, by a Volunteer 
in the said Expedition, 1769.’ This was an expedition 
preceding that of General Bligh, to whom Francis w'as 
private secretary. Francis had a copy of that pamphlet 
in his collection of contemporary tracts, and he probably 
adopted such motto seven years afterwards ; at least it is a 
fair presumption that the verses would thus occur to him. 
He had also the first edition of Lloyd’s pamphlet, the 
‘Majority Defended,’ noticed in the title-page of the 
‘ Enquiry,’ and which pamphlet of Lloyd’s was a principal 
subject of the Father of Candor’s animadversion and reply. 
In his first page the alliteration of the preposition to,^ in 
the two first sentences, occurs eight times, and frequently 
and uneuphoniously throughout the work ; besides many 
pecuharities in the use of words common to Francis and 
Candor. The first law author quoted is Hawles’s treatise 

^ Mr* Parkes frequently alludes to the redundancy of the preposition ^ to/ 
■which., in his opinion, marked the style of Junius. I have made a comparison 
of the frequency of its occurrence in various writers. I have selected pas- 
sages (several) averaging 800 words j and the following results are obtained, 
which are perhaps a little curious. Their value of course depends on the 
wideness of the induction : readers, if they please, can compare for them- 
selves- 

In MilFs ^British India/ the word ^to' occurs on the average six times 


in 300 words. 

In Johnson (Bambler) 7 

Macaulay (Essays) 7 

Goldwin Smith (Lectures) 7 

Junius 10 

Burke (various -works) 10 

Francis (various works) 10 

[Edxtob.] 
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on petty juries, cnllecl. ^ The Englishman’s Eight ; ’ Fitz- 
herboi't’s ‘ Eatura Brevium,’ Selden, Hail, Burn’s ‘Justice,’ 
Clarendon (the extremely rare edition edited by Slieb- 
bcare, sujiprcsscd by injunction), Somers, Fortescue, Locke, 
Zenger’s ‘ Trial,’ the State Tracts, Grey’s Parliamentary 
Debates, the old Parliamentary History — nearly all the 
volumes quoted from the original. All, also, were editions 
of dates anterior to 1 7 (14. The printed votes and journals 
of Parliament he would have accc.sstoin the public offices. 
At this pei'iod the British Museum had a most imperfect 
library, little resorted to ; and there was scarcely a public 
or circuhiting library in London used by men writing 
for the press, or possessing Avorks on constitutional law. 
Again, passages in the ‘ Father of Candor ’ show a 
marked knoAvledge not only of the government offices 
and dejiartments, but of diplomacy ; and specially an 
acquaintance Avith the habits of clerks. One singular 
instance may be quoted. In denouncing the infamy of the 
seizure of all the prh'ate papers of a man suspected or 
accused of seditious writings, the author says, ‘These 
papers are immediately to be thrown into the hands of 
some clerks, of much curiosity, and of very little business 
in times of peace, aa’Iio will, upon being bid to sort and 
select tho.«o that relate to such and such a particular 
thing, naturally amuse themselves Avith the perusal of all 
tiio pxdvate letters, memorandums, secrets, and intrigues 
of the gentleman Ihmself, and of all his friends and ac- 
quaintance of both sexes.’ (Page 5G, first cd.) In the 
second edition, a copy of Avhich Francis also had, the 
Father of Candor adds a cm-ious now note (p. 60), 
particularising circumstances relating to the seizure of 
Wilkes’s papers, in which the Father states, ‘ And 1 Avill 
add, from fny own knowledge, that those who had the 
searching of his papers divulged the contents of some 
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private letters, Avhicli miglit have been prejudicial to the 
writer of them, and have hurt his interest and his friend- 
ship with other friends.’^ This information Avas probably 
public office gossip, or derived by Francis from the office 
of Lord Egremont or Mr. Wood, or from the same quarter 
jn Avhicdi he obtained a copy of the MS. report of the 
proceedings in Wilkes’s case. Further, the Candor Ti’acts 
coiitain peculiar commentaries on Lord Mansfield’s judicial 
observations during the arguments on the case of Wilkes, 
and on the spirit and manner of the Chief Justice. Now 
Francis’s manuscript report is pencil-marked for observation 
in his peculiar marks, and the manuscript was clearly the 
text of Candor and the Fatlicr of Candor. The writer also 
betrays a knowledge of the Egremont family, in the note 
on the Wyndham case at the end of the ‘ Enquiry,’ and 
which case the Candors therein state ‘ was the great case 
urged in favour of Mr. Wilkes.’ (‘ Enquiry,’ p. 133.) Now 
Francis, it will be recollected, had held a clerkship in Lord 
Egremont ’s office ; Sir William Wyndham, his Lordship’s 
father, having been committed to the Tower in 1715, and 
discharged in 1716 by habeas corjnis in the Common Pleas. 
In fact the legal cases cited by the Father of Candor are 
chiefly paraphrases of the arguments of counsel and the 
judgment of the bench in the above MS. report. Francis 
certainly may have had the help of some lawyer, a confi- 
dential friend, who may have looked over his pamphlet 
previous to publication ; but with such full materials 
as he himself had, and versed in constitutional law, there 
could be no reasons why he should have been assisted in 
the legal parts of the pamphlets. In what mode Francis 
anonymously communicated with Almon, or by what 
channels he ‘ conveyed ’ to that publislier his manuscripts, 
remains a mystery. Probably if proof-slieets found their 

^ ^ A little cMnk lets in mucli light/ — Old Bmjlng. 
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way to Francis, iie would retain his manuscript. Un- 
doubtedly the author succeeded in concealing his identity 
from Almon ; and secresy being evidently the writer s 
particular care, Francis would adopt such modes of 
communication and conveyance as secured his object. 
Foseuhagen was pei’sonally known to Almon, avIio four 
years aftenvai'ds published a })olitical pamphlet for that 
eccentric clergyman ; and ]iossibly Eoseuhagcn may have 
been the conveyancing medium. Tlie ptirson was a strong 
Wilkite, and, as we know, a confidential friend of Francis. 

Again, the pages of the Candors attack Lord Mansfield 
s])ecia]ly for his preference of tlie principles of civil law', 
imputing tlie design of tlm Chief Justice to be their sub- 
stitution for our ancient common law. This suspicion 
particularly filled the mind of Francis, and he well knew 
the conflict of decisions involving tliis difference between 
Lord Camden and Lord Mansfield. In a quarto volume 
of legal and political pamphlets he has preserved examples 
of this difference between those two eminent judges. His 
special manuscript note on the first fly leaf of the collec- 
tion notes, ‘ This volume contains a curious and valuable 
collection of the transactions and principles of the period 
they relate to, especially 1769 and 1770.’ Lord Camden’s 
great judgment in Doe a. Kensey, delivered in Easter Term, 
173-'), forming part of this volume, liad evidently been 
read by Francis, some ty])ographical errors being coiTocted 
by him. The last sentence in that judgment was palpably 
aimed at Lord Mansfield : — 

I am not wise enough to detormine 'which of the two laws is most 
perfect, the Roman or the Ewjlrnh. Tliis I know (which is enough 
for a judge), that altliough almost every country in Europe hath 
received that body of laws, yet they have been with a most stubborn 
constancy at all times disclaimed and rejected by England. For 
which reason (and not tlirougli any disrespect to the argument I 
have been endeavouring to answer), I choose to lay aside all that 
learning as not being relevant in Westminster HalL 
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In a volume of pamplilets, chiefly of 1765, Francis has 
bound up the January numbers of the ‘ Critical Eeview ’ 
and the ‘ Monthly Eeview ’ for that year. Both appear 
to have been pi'esei'ved on account of articles on the 
legality of general warrants, in reviews of writers against 
the Candors ; possibly notices of opponents by himself. 
The article in the former review concludes, ‘Nor can 
five millions of Cokes and Hobarts persuade us that it is 
not material whether a libel is true or false ; that a libel is 
not to be justified though the contents be true ; nay, that 
if true, it is the more provoking, and consequently the 
more libellous.’ The ‘ Monthly Eeview ’ notice of the 
opponent of the Candors says, ‘ A writer who undertakes 
the defence of general warrants ought to be (Edipus or 
Non Davus. As well might he attempt to make an 
Ethiopian wliite ; nay, as well might he attempt to 
communicate patriotism to a prime minister, or candour 
to the leader of a faction. But if we judge aright, all 
that this considerer means, is to prove himself the most 
obsequious humble servant of the nding powers.’ In the 
third edition of the Father of Candor’s pamphlet published 
in 1766 (a copy of wliich Francis also had), a postscript 
is added in reply to the above-mentioned adversaries. 
This postscript bears the date of Januaiy 24, 1765. The 
edition also reprints in an appendix a letter to the ‘ Public 
Advertiser,’ dated Gray’s Inn, November 11, 1765, signed 
with the initial ‘ C.’ A sixtli edition issued in 1766. Fi*om 
numerous errata at the end this reprint seems to have 
received less correction by the author. Some weeks in 
that year Francis was on the continent. In an after part 
of this biography further proofs will be given of the 
Francis authorship of these celebrated and popular Candor 
essays, which were resumed and continued for several years 
after 1764. 
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One observation only needs hero be added — tlie fact 
that althoiig'h Mr. Wood, tlie. secretary of the Treusmy, 
was the princijia] oifcial directing tlie issue and execu- 
tion of tlie seizure Avarrants, and also the defendant in 
Wilkes’s action for damages, no single offensive Avord or 
personal observation throughout the Candors are made 
on that geutleuian. The reason is obvious ; he was the 
patron and friend of Fraii(;is. Mr. Grenville’s name is only 
once mentioned, and Lord Egremont, one of the signers 
of the Avarrant, is tenderly treated. The ‘ Giizetteer,’ a 
ministerial daily paper, Francis raridy attacked or {(noted. 
l)r. Francis had been long connected Avitli that journal, and 
his son Avonld therefore naturally avoid any conflict Avith 
his fither ; nor do the Candors in a single instance cite or 
animadvert on the T)octoi‘’s political pamphlets. 

llis father’s cultivation of the son’s early study of 
philology, and a minute observance of correct grammar, 
orthography, and punctuation, directed the attention of 
Francis to the art of compo.sition. On the fly-leaf of the 
folio MS. volume in Avhich he preserved copies of the Kin- 
noid lisbon papers, and correspondence, and Avhich volume 
contains the copy of his ITGo ‘rublic Ledger’ letter, he 
has copied the Avell-knoAvn Latin deliuitiou of a perfect 
style by Cicero, j)araphrasing it as follows : ‘ Whoevei’ 

can avoid these faults, so as not to transpose a Avord so 
that it may be perceived to be done on ]nirpo.se ; not to 
stuff in AA'ords, as if to fill up chinks, not to (jut down and 
enervate his sentences in pursuit of short periods, nor 
always employ periods of the same cadence and measure 
without variety: such a man Avill hav'e avoided almost 
every fault.’ And throughout his earlier (.‘ollections are 
extracts from different authors on the principles of com- 
position and on the formation of stylo. 

Francis has not preserved a single letter received by 
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]iiui ill 1765, except three from his wife in the summer of 
that year. Tliese attest the warmth of his conjugal and 
parental affections, and may interest the reader as evi- 
dence that his passion for politics did not diminish his 
devoted love of his wife and his children. 

June 4, 1765. 

My dearest Betsy, — AltliongK I have two letters from you since I 
wrote last, yet I have so little to say afc present tliat I question whether 
I shall fill more than one side. Everything here is so much the same' 
that if I would he new I must he obliged to invent ; and this, I thinlc, 
is hardly worth while. Mrs. Sneyd is brought to bed of a hoy ; not 
much to the satisfaction of the father, who begins to be of opinion 
that it is possible to be plaguedwith too great a number of children 
It was owing to your brother’s disappointing me, and changing a. 
plan he had proposed himself that I did not go to Mr. Ch — r’s. I 
cannot think of going to Paris before the beginning of next month 
at soonest, if at all So I hope thei^e is no doubt of seeing you long 
before that time. Bui p'»*ay, madam, now we arc upon the subject, 
when is it you propose to come home again ? Yon have now been 
gone near three weeks. For my o^vn part, I shall be happy to have 
you with me, yet do not wish yon to return, as long as yon can stay 
with couveiuc'u-ce and satisfaction to yourself. But pray be pleased 
to let [sic] what your plan is. 

The want of a library, I should think, must be very disagreeable, 
and what is worse it shews hEargatc to be a wretched, ill-provided 
place. Pray how do yon live, and what sort of provisions do you 
get ? Have you got the hammercloth ? Bemembcr for the future 
to seal your letters to me a little better, as the outside cover is some- 
times opened by other hands. I send you the newspapers regularly 
three times a week, and hope they answer the purpose of some little 
amusement, but I take for granted that what mth your bathing, 
your riding, and your children, the time does not hang too heavy 
upon your hands, 

I have never seen anything of the Gordons or Pownals, nor indeed 
inquired at all about them. I went to Chitty’s on Saturday even- 
ing and staid till Monday morning : my horse kept me company, and 
contributed to make my time pass agreeable enough. Old F. has, I 
believe, certainly got this place at last ; and the young one will, I 
verily believe, go with me to Paris, in spite of Ms wife and Jack 
Clark. Yours, my dearest love, eternally, 

P. F. 

I forgot to tell you' that I paid a visit this morning to Gorman for 

VOT. T TT 
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the first, time, and iiiirodnccd myself to his now wife. She a.ppears 
to me it) he a veiy ag'veeable yonii^' woman, and has niui*h tiie air 
of ])(nng‘ well hred. 1 promised that you should \\ait on her when 
you ret limed. 

[Left half direction torn ofi*.] 

Juiu' 8, ITGo. 

Indeed, my dearest Ih'tsy, I am very serious when J say I think 
your ahsimce lon^i»‘, and the prospect of three weeks more a})])oars 
almost an age. However, if you and the children are f)eni‘iiUed hy 
it, J shall he satisfied, and lea\ e it to your own judgement. 1 suppose 
all moderate exercise must he of service to you, therefore have no 
ohjediou to your dancing a little. All T a])prehen(l is that the 
company may not he such as you ought to dance with. Doetor 
]Macmimara, with wdiom T am to dine at his house in the country 
to-morrow, tells me he cannot set out iii less than a fortnight, so I 
suppose you will see but little of him and his tinuily. I supped last 
night at. Vauxhall with your brother, Fiiz, and Clark. Thisseouti- 
drcU, I suppose, has not yet sent you the hamrnercloih, hut 1 shall 
make a deduction for it, 1 hope you have not only a good apjieiito 
hut also good ])rovisions to pacify it withal. 1 am told you may 
have excellent fish of all sorts. As your letters for the future will 
be franked, I shall make no scruple of writing as little as 1 please, 
and to as little purpose. 

I dine [sic] at Gordon’s yesterday — they enquired properly about 
you and desire their compliments. Mine to your mother, and kisses 
to the children. 

Yours, my sweetest love, always and with the greatest truth, 

P. F. 

Juno 11th, 17Go. 

This post is very convenient, for though -wo are above seventy 
miles off, I hear this morning liow' you did yesterday. This is so 
great a pleasure to me that I wait with impatience for the hour of 
the post, and woe be to you if you ilisappoint mo, I am perfectly 
satisfied that you will not dance wdili any hut a proper person, hut 
that, wa.s not what 1 meant ; 1 am apt to suspect that the general run 
of the company is not of the best, therefore would wish you not to 
make yourself too cheap among them. Who did you dance wdth ? 
The time till my dearest Betsy returns seems full as tedious to me 
m it can do to you. I wish it were possible for me to take a trip 
to Margate, but that would make it impossible for me to execute 
my Paris scheme. Your brother and Fitz and I went to Foote’s 
last night, and afterwards they supped upon bread and butter with 
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me. Mr. D’Oylj desires me to tell you lie is determined to frank 
for nobody but you, I wonder tbe Chandler people hayo never in- 
Autcd me to their country house, for it seems that what he said to 
your brother hardly amounted to an invitation. I shall certainly 
not think of going untill they ask me in form ; and indeed it is full 
as well as it is ; I had much rather have you there at the same time. 

My sweetest Betsy, I hope you think of me, and that you really 
wish to bo with me again ; if you do not you are ungrateful to the 
last degree. Haven’t you fixed the day yet for your return ? As 
you arc such a constant bather, I should imagine your stay might 
be shortened. But all this I leave to yourself. As I write con- 
stantly twice a week, you ought to be contented, though I don’t 
complain of your wishing to hear oftener from me. I wish Sally 
would do me the favour to say a few words ; can’t you persuade 
her to %vTite a line or two to me ? 

Yours, my deoyrest Betsy, for ever, 

P. F. 

A chapter ia Francis’s life has now to be unfolded, 
when, discovering and tlins fii’st exercising tlie power of 
his pen, he commenced a series of contributions to the 
‘Public Advertiser’ which will ever identify his name 
with the political history of Great Britain. 


I here subjoin a very imperfect, but valuable, note, 
which I find in the handwriting of Mr. Parkes, containing 
apparently the suggestions which gradually occurred to 
his own noind as to the identity of ‘ Candor ’ with Junius, 
and the ‘ Irenarch ’ pamphlet. [Editor.] 

MBMORAJSTDUM BY MR. PARKES OK THE CANDOR 
PAMPHLETS. 

■ I never Lad a doubt that these remarkable pamphlets, which may 
be truly .said to have paved the "way for the Libel Act of Mr. Eox, 
were the sole production of Junius, as the editor of the Grenville 
correspondence truly said, ‘ whoever he was.’ The letters of the 
latter show the powers of the same writer ripened by experience and 



100 MEMOIRS OF SIR PiriLIP FRANCIS. [17i>r> 

tliG use of bhe press : tlie same doiiblo-cTod sai.iro, the snnic paI})ahlo 
signs of a non-professioiiul lawyer, but versed in constitutional know- 
ledge; the same familiarity with classical learning ; the same cautious 
concealment of tlio authorship ; the same adectation tliat he was 
old, not young, a I'osidcnt in the country, notin London ; the vsamt' 
opinions on allexiraneous subjects iiiculentally mcniioned; I he same 
aniunoi throughout ; the same opening exordium ; the same object, a 
free press ; and the f^ame practice of hinting yet eoncc'aling his 
identity. His motives of concealment were douhiless the sann\ 
that he was in a ])ublic otfice, while writing, though cautiously aiul 
temperately, against the ministry of the day, as well as against Lord 
Mansfield, Such was BVaneis\s then position in life. And it w 
observable that his enmity as Candor to Lord ]\[a.nsfield was far 
]es.s bitter than as Jnnluft, In Francis's letfer to Mr. Allen (to 
Lisbon) at that time (17G4), he agreed much wiih Lord jMansfield 
on the American colonial question, tliough diametrically o]>])osed 
to that eminent judge on Libel Law. Hence his general eulogy of 
the chief-justice. Candor could not afford to avow himself. When 
I found the ^ frenarrh^ pamphlet among Sir P, Francis's books, 
and bound up with the third edition of the ‘ Letter on Libels, 
Yfarrants, by the ‘ Fatbcr of Candor,’ 1 could not doubt that. 
Ireimrch-wm not only a justification of Jan but of Candor, and as 
certainly by Francis before he left England for India. The Irenarch 
is one of, and the last of, the Candor mid. Junius pamphlets. 

Then, when in August 1860, I accidentally found an autograph 
letter and errata of Candor in Mr. WoodfixlPs papers I could no 
longer doubt — they being in Francis’s hand.^ 

Tlie L'onarrh appears to me on the whole tlie most romarkable 
of all the Candur and Jan ins productions. It is evidently the 
thoughtful and unit ured }>rodnctiou of the common writer on a calmei‘ 
review of ids passionate productions as Candor and Janidas, T1k‘ 
pamphlet (Irena ndt) must be by the same writer, as any other 
wnfer would have made a<Imissions of error, whereas the Irenarrh 
makes no atonement, but elects to vindicsito only the defensible posi- 
tions of CaMilor and Junius, The hrnareh also betrays (a.d. 1773-,4) 
asstsciation wilh recent travel on the continent, and also singularly 
states the accident of the writer having no jiecunxary interest in his 
pamphlet, ‘ being accidentally ' independent pecuniarily of its suc- 
cess, or failure of profitable circulation — Francis having in hand his 


^ Oandor^s errata are on War Office folio paper, and liis private letter 1o 
Woodfall written across a folio half sheet both on half sheets; the habit of 
Junius. 
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India appointment 1 All tlieso circanistances are ample circnm- 
stantial evidence. Iretunrh lias a familiarity witli the letters 
inexplicable except as bimself. Nor could any otlier indi- 
vidual liavc been minded to vn*ite or incur tlie cost of sneb a vindi- 
eatiou of His errors were a by-gone question with all but 

tbe author. There is no publisher’s name. It is not entered at 
Stationer's Hall. No copy hitherto has yet come to light, except 
Francis's own copy. Was it ever published, or was Francis afloat 
to India be to re its })ubli cation ? 

2sofc — All Sir P. Francis's private letters of the Candor period 
destroyed. None preserved. 

His fragment of autobiography rccoixls his coffee-house accident 
of acquisition of law doctrines and cases ; which source of infor- 
mation Candor admits and distinctly asserts. Indeed no barrister 
or attorney could but detect that was no lawyer, but a simple 

layman : and sucli is Candor's own distinct and repeated avowal, 
with constant apologies for ignorance of legal lore and legal phrase- 
ology. 

Jtvnlifs constantly plagiarises Candor^ and as often evinces the 
same scant knowledge of law ; citing cases rarely originally, but 
usually at second hand fi-om the old Parliamentary history, Grey’s 
Debates, from Clarendon, and second hand authorities. Francis 
umi) have been assisted by Tilghman and other friends in the legal 
profession — not probably, but possibly. The blemishes of style, the 
singular use of to and hui, are the same in both writers ; the same 
‘iiTeligion,’ the same cant phraseology of diplomatists, the same 
punctuation, the same peculiar spellings, &c., errata, &c. 
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ClTArTKR IV. 

PKAXCIS AND THE I»KESS — (Ui/if!inou/. 

OontribulidU's bitht' MAtblio Ailvm'tis<‘r/ 17br,. (Tnit - -Anti-Srjanns 

FrancKs liabil of aittMidiug- thcdobatt^ain Parliuiuriit Iii> vaviatioas 
of opinion n'^poctini* tin* poHos and charaotia* of Eitt KtVoct }iim of 
PitO*^ aacoptiunaMd’ a poorap*, 17<»d - Tho < ’hatliain -Tlio 

amhari^o on tho ovportutiou <»f .irruiu — SuppoM'<l (aaitrilmtioiw of J7(>7 
— Vi.4t to th<‘ t’ontinant tliul \aur~ •Atlaidi'' on Lord Townsend - 
Tba ‘Onmd (\ninoir — Support-* (da»rpfo {{roiniiluV Autoru'au pi»Uo\ 

— Barrington Stnavtary at Wakr. 

Fsancis liaviag occupied lus leisure lumrs in ITO l- 5 in 
the great and iinjioilunt controversy of general warrants, 
such a mind could not long rest tidlow. II is motives for 
the conccahneutof Ills authorship of the ( 'ntnlor pamphlets 
have already been explaine<l. ih trev>ver lu‘ was a pi >litical 
admirer of the iiuaueial and euionial poliryof Mr. Oeorge 
Grenville, the first Lord of tin; Treasury and (‘haiu-ellor of 
the Exchequer iu tlie Eedfiml and Oreiivillo ministry; 
tmd although George Grenville, as luutl of the adiuinistra- 
tiun, was prineipallj responsildt' lor the persecution of 
Wilkes, it is remarkable that Candor spsired tin; virtual 
prime muuster; but it does not appear tlud Francis had 
the slightest personal ac(juuintan<ai with that statesman. 
It was purely a political prefeivnee, sis tin: successor of 
Lord Bute, Francis tit the same time ivtained Ji natural 
admimtion of Bit. Wlien, therefore, Lord lto<-kiiigham’s 
government replaced that of Grenville, in July "l 705 , 
excluding Pitt and Grenville, Francis was ti maicoutont. 



17C0] CO^'TI^IBUTIDXS TO THE ‘PUBLIC ADYERTISEll.’ 103 

Several of his lettei’s found admission into the ‘ Public 
Advertiser.’ Tlie pi-oprietors of that journal prided them- 
selves on never paj'ing political writers, but inserted 
contributions from partisan writers (paid or unpaid by 
their employers) of all parties, the paper itself professing 
neutrality. Francis soon entered the lists in favour of 
Grenville's American policy ; Lord Bute, who was still 
believed to be the back-stairs influence at St. James’s 
palace, being of course assailed with aU his powers of 
sarcasm and argument. 

It may be tliought dilficult to trace Francis’s subsequent 
occasional and unavowed communications to the press, or 
to penetrate all his ‘ labyi’i nth-like turns.’ But the clue 
once obtained to ‘ the circle’s intricate and mystic maze,’ 
the perplexity is overcome. Clearly he had in 1765 re- 
sumed his correspondence with the ‘Public Advertiser,’ 
and therefore in the columns of that paper, the then 
leading journal of politics, might be sought a continuance 
of his political letters. Accordingly in that mine the ore 
is found. His style, its peculiar force, metaphors and 
irony, and the quotation of his favourite Latin authors, are 
almost unfailing tests of the vigour and wit of Candor. 
It would be obviously impossible to discover with any 
certainty his minor contxibutions of secondary ability, such 
inferior aiticlcs being often common to two or more indi- 
viduals. But throughout a series of superior and marked 
political letters the necessary quantum of proof of identity 
may be discovered through due research and perseverance. 
Such evidence may not amount to absolute demonstration, 
but circumstantial proofs may nevertheless yield sufficiently 
ample moral con\iction. 

The files of Woodfall’s journal of 1766 glaringly re- 
flect the mind and methods of Francis. On New Year’s day 
commenced a series of sixteen letters, between January 1 
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and February 26, under the anonjunous signature of 
Auti-Sejauus, whieli, critically exaiuincd, the most scep- 
tical mind cannot doubt emanated from Ins pen. Tlie 
articles are more or less a condcuunation of the American 
policy of the liockingluun ministry. Woodfall always 
inserted them first in the coi’respondence. Within the 
same period, an able letter also appeared v)n February 4, 
under the old signature of 0., to which was assigned 
the same place of honour ; followed on the 26th bj' 
a letter signed Candor. It is unlikely that the editor 
woidd have admitted letters ])irating such old and re- 
.s])ected signatures. When letters bearing a common 
signature proceeded from dillei’ent individuals, it was 
usual ibr thu editor to put a foot note stating the fact. 
However, the letters of Anti-Sejanus bear inteinial evi- 
dence of their authorship. The Latin mottoes i)refixed 
are from Francis’s favourite Eoman authors — Horace, 
Juvenal, Plautus, Lucan, Persius, Cicero, Virgil, Terence, 
Sallust, Petronius Arbiter, Seneca, and Livy.^ Thuanus 
is also quoted, an author little known to most writers. 
Francis had the work in his possession, and had also 
a good collection of the Byzantine authors. Ho writer 
of the day so much varied his mottoes ; and no one 
of them appears to have been so generally learned 
in the Latin classics. One of the opponents of Anti- 
Sejanus accused him of pedantry, and an ostentatious 
di.splay of Ins acquirements. Of Francis’s opinion of the 
American questions then pending there can be no ques- 
tion. He was an advocate of the abstract right of Creat 
Britain to tax her Transatlantic colonies. In theory 
he was perhaps not mistaken. But his philosophy was at 
fault Plantations take time to grow up into trees. Dr. 
Johnson, whose pen had been hired to prove that ‘ taxation 
^ Of all these classics Francises library contai^xed Qtliiiompnor to 1766. 
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Avas no tjTanuy ’ over the nnrepresented, in great^ 
dictionary liad deiined colonies to be bodies of 'pe^fe^ 
drawn iixnu the mother couutiy to inhabit distant places. 
But the great lexicograplier and Francis did not perceive 
that, like infants till tlnhr majorit}", they are dependent on 
and subject to parents. When of age the dependence is 
determined. The uca\' colonial community, in growing 
intelligence, numbers, and wealth, becomes able to govern 
itself ; like y-'ung eagles of the nest they grow to be full 
feathered and able to lly. He hoAvever thought the minis- 
terial policy of a repeal of the Stamp Act an evil, back- 
Avatcr course. The War Office at this period Avas the depart- 
ment recei\‘iug all the American military and government 
despatches. Almost all these documents relating to the 
New England and other Transatlantic states passed through 
the hands of Francis. They are almost all docketed in 
his handwriting, and the answers of Lord Barrington were 
nearly all drafted by Francis. His intimate knowledge 
therefore of the disputes Avith our North American colonies 
is patent, and it Avas natural that he should have received 
such a bias. Further, his collection of pamphlets of the 
period contains copies of all the principal pamphlets on 
the controversy of the Stamp Act, and our quarrels with 
the colonies from 17G4 to the commencement of the War 
of Independence, The constitutional points involved 
must have greatly interested him ; and it was not till 
after-life that he retracted his opinion, and admitted 
the Americans had right on their side. On the title page 
of a later and the ablest defence of the government 
measures to tax the colonies, he has made a manuscript 
note, ‘ I never saw an answa' to this pamphlet.’^ No man 

1 ‘Tie Controversy between Great Britain and her Colonies Reviewed, 
&c. upon, tho ETxdenco of Historical Eacts and Authentic Hecords,^ 

8 VO. pp, 207, London^ Almon, 1769# 
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therefore was better qualified for advocacy of the home 
policy. Moreover, he attended the debates in parliament 
when American and other questions were discussed. Ey 
the following curious letter to his old Lisbon fi-iend, the 
Eev. Mr. Allen, formerly chaplain of the English Church in 
Portugal, Francis was present in the House of Loi'ds, and 
hoard the celebrated debtitc on the colonial question, 
when a minority of five peers only formed the forlorn 
hope of our Transatlantic colonists. 


London, l^bruary i, ITdO. 

Dear Allcti, — T liave but a very few nioineuts io s])art‘, but 1 will 
not omit letting you know tlie event of one of tbo most important 
questions ever agitated in Parliament. No less than wlietber tlie 
Britisli legislature liacl a right to tax tlie Iba’tisli colonies. You 
have, undoubtedly beard to wbat a dangerous lioiglit dis])utes Lave 
boon carried here upon this point, especially since Mr. Pitt tb ought 
tit to declare himself so strongly in favour of the claims of the 
Americans : it is true that his opinion and his manner of declaring* 
it were universally condemned by every Englishman above the rank 
of a blacksmith ; yet it did not fail, as might well be expected, to 
increase the ferment the nation was in aDcady. Yesterday the 
])oint was solemnly argued by both Houses and decided in the 
Upper House, In the House of Lords, vvhoi^e I attended (for not a 
single stranger was admitted in the other House) the debate lay 
between the two great pillars of the law, Lords Chief Justice 
Cambdeu and Manslield. The parties were all pre])arcid. The 
known atixiety of tlie public, the fullness of the House, and tlio pro- 
found attention with which these great men were heard, made it a 
most solemn scene, and seemed to add something to the real impor- 
tance of the (peBtion. The debate took its rise from a motion made 
by the Duke of Grafton, as follows : ‘ That the King’s Majesty, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Lords spiritual and temporal 
and Commons of Great Britain in Parliament assembled, had, hath, 
and of right ought to have, full power and authority to make laws 
and statutes of sufficient tone and validity to bind the colonies and 
people of America subjects to the Crown of Great Britain in all 
cases whatsoever.’ 

I did not get into the House time enough to hear Lord Cambden, 
who opposed the motion ; but *1 understand that his whole discourse 
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•was rather oratorical than argumentative ; that he seemed to have 
adopted the declamatory stile altogether, with the principles of Mr. 
Pitt ; resting his cause more upon natural rights of humanity and 
the genei*al doctrine of natural libei*ty, than upon the laws and true 
Constitution of England. I need not go through the common train 
of alignments in favour of freedom, virtual representation, trade, *5:0., 
which I dare say were urged with all the force they could possibly 
admit of. But to very little effect. Eor when Lord Mansfield had 
made his reply, it was so full, so learned, so logical, and in every 
respect so true, that not an atom of doubt remained in the breasts 
of his hearers. He traced the colonies from their origin — their 
charters and history — the impossibility of supposing two supreme 
legislatures — how impracticable to draw a line for bounding the 
authority of the British legislature ; the absurdity of attempting to 
distinguish between the one act of legislation and another ; as if a 
greater degree of power were required to lay taxes than to make any 
other kind of law — proved by a multitude of examples that such an 
idea was equally false in fact as in reason. Expressed the greatest 
tenderness for the Americans, and his firm belief that these commo- 
tions might be appeased without violence or bloodshed. That to 
give np the act, in order to save our trade, would be in effect 
incurring — and the surest way of incurring — the niischiof we en- 
deavoured to avoid — it would be ne onoriare moro ; and ended thus : 

‘ I shall conclude with saying from my inmost heart (tme}o to a prayer 
once made by Maurice Piince of Ormige for his native country, That 
it may please God to open the understandings and better inform the 
minds of this poor, innocent, industrious, loyal, brave, but wickedly 
misled and deluded people.’ A long pause between every epithet, and 
a most pathetic delivery, accompanied this sentence and had an 
effect which I cannot easily describe. Lord Cambden then made a 
short reply to one particular point which did not at all affect the 
whole question, and seemed to give up the argument. 

The House then divided, 125 content, 5 not content. The 
names of the latter were : Lord Cambden, Earl of Shelburne, Earl 
Panlet, Earl Cornwallis, Viscount Torrington. 

You may be sure that this intelligence was soon carried to the 
House of Commons. They sat till past three, but -without dividing, 
and the consideration of the above motion was adjourned till Wed- 
nesday. But it seems Mr. Pitt has himself perceived how much the 
turn of the House is against him, and we make no doubt the motion 
will be agreed to nemme contmdlcmte. 

Tout le monde est d^accord que Monsieur P. est ce qu’on appeUe 
perdu sans retour. Le ministere aussi, k ce que Ton dit, doit se 
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clianger entiercmoiit et bicntot. My account of the debate is 
wretchedly imperfoei, but I really have not time to make it more 
complete, though i have matter enough in my head to iill a volume. 

An Anti-Sejauiis letter, of Februaiy 15, against tlie re- 
peal of the Stamp Act, confesses that the vacillating policy 
of the liockinghani ministry Avoiild make it more clillicult 
and dangerous to coerce or ‘ reduce’ the Americans into 
submission to taxation, ‘ since the Great Commoner threw 
everything into confusion.’ This fling against Pitt doubt- 
less was an allusion to his speech early in the session. 
This letter is only remarkable for its JusHlication of the free 
jday of a constitutional system of representative govern- 
ment. ‘In every govermnent like this of ours, divisions 
and factions are most luiavoidable ; and perhaps, under 
certain limits and I'estrictions, they are so far from being 
productive of evil, that they are even desirable and 
salutary. The greatest misfortune that can possibly be- 
fall a nation, is that of a political lethargy ; when all the 
social and patriotic affections are lulled into a trance; 
and the pure ethereal flame of liberty, that like anotljor 
soul ought to pervade the whole system, is damped and 
extinguished. In such a state our faculties are beuumbed 
and stupefied. We are deaf to the voice of honour; 
patient under the heaviest burthens; nnraoved at the 
grossest indignities ; and insensible of the most imminent 
dangers.’ 

Anti-Sejanus, on February 20, in an affected leave- 
taking address to his readoi*s, pretended a severe illness, and 
the approaching close of his earthly career. Ho informed 
them that his medical advisem recommended him ‘ to take 
the benefit of the Bath waters, and that he was going 
to that city immediately. The American subject had 
become threadbare, and A.-S. evidently desired to ter- 
hU letters under that signature as the best mode 
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of ending a fatiguing and esliansted controversy.’ But 
he ])roinises future communications to the ‘Public Ad- 
vertiser ’ from the country, if his life was spared. 

The cause of this fulmination against his old idol 
was most probably tlie memorable speech of Pitt on 
Janiraiy 14, 1700, on the American question, the prin- 
cipal topic of the King’s speech on the opening of the 
session. Pitt had not attended Parliament for some time 
ovi^ing to severe gout. Indeed, he was ill in the country 
when tlie resolution in the House of Commons to tax 
America Avas proposed, and it was on the later occasion 
that, ill and only just risen from a sick bed, he pronounced 
the memorable Avords, ‘America is almost in open re- 
bellion. I rejoice that America has resisted.’ Such a 
docti'ine at that period Avas tantamount to treason in the 
A'icAV of the young War Cilice clerk. Koverthelcss, 
Amei’ica Avas only one subject of political difference ; and 
it did not blind the eyes of Prancis to the fonner public 
services of Pitt, nor extinguish his admiration of that great 
statesman’s genius and eloquence. Francis, residing close 
to St. Stephen’s, frequently attended the debates of both 
houses, and he has left many records of his personal 
experience of the poAver and ellbct of the Great Commoner’s 
speeches. Some, it will hereafter be proved, he reported 
from memory and made public. The coarseness of Anti- 
Sejanus in his caricature of Pitt’s physical infirmities 
may noAv occasion our surprise and regret ; but readei's 
familiar with the political controversies and parliamentary 
personalities of the times know that it was the habit of 
the highest debaters and the loAvest writers in both 
houses of Parliament to use the most unwarrantable and 
vulgar terms of vituperation and libel. Pitt himself was 
no exception ; and during the family quarrel Avith the 
Grenvilles he is believed by one of his oAvn biographers 
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to have suggested an attack on his bi’othcr-iu-Iaw’’, Lord 
Temple, in these words : ‘ But this I will be bold to say, 
that had he (Lord T.) not fastened liiinself unto Mr. I’itt’s 
train and acquired thereby such an interest in that great 
man, he might liave crept out of life with as little notice 
as he crept in ; and gone off with no other degree of 
credit, than that of adding a single unit to the bills of 
mortality.’ ^ 

But though Francis woidd raise or lower his own 
estimate of the Gi'oat Commoner, as the policy and 
opinions of the illustrious statesman changed, it will now 
be seen that he would not in his controversies allow 
opponents to deny the merits of Pitt or denounce his old 
idol as a political impostor. Auti-Sejanus was not ill, 
and had not retired to Bath in search of health. He was 
only, chameleon-like, changing his anonymous signature. 
His object in this metamorphosis appears to have been, ■ 
under a fresh name, to defend Pitt against the assaults of 
the Eockingham press. Pitt was at this time the most 
popular and formidable public man out of office, considered 
by the opposition as a most necessary ally; and that 
whatever their differences on the American questions he 
was deemed an essential member of any new Whig cabinet 
whenever the Eockingham administration should break 
down. The latter party of course made the most of Pitt’s 
bold and unpopular advocacy of the rights of the Trans- 
atlantic colonists, contrasting his isolation on that question 
with the different views of Lord Temple and Grenville. 
The Groat Commoner was denounced as unpatriotic, disin- 
genuous and half mad. Francis discerned the breach which 
was being made in the opposition ranks, and though occa- 

* Tliaokemy’s ' History of tlie Rt. lion. "William Pitt, Earl of Chatham,’ &c. 
1827, Tol. ii. p, 83, and this only a few weeks before he had written a most 
affectionate letter to his noble brothe]>-in-law. 
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sionally having attacked Pitt himself, nevertheless he would 
not allow him to he run down by common enemies. Such 
changes are not unusual among modern political writers. 
If the modern press has been condemning a particular act 
or special policy of an eminent public man, yet, on dis- 
covering a design unjustly to destroy a general reputation 
and past services, it will often forthwith stay its animad- 
version on the particular subject-matter of disagreement, 
and will again uphold the falling man. Such only was 
the apparent inconsistency of Francis in his treatment of 
Pitt. And writing under an assumed name, he had the 
advantage of not betrajung his identity and occasional 
disagreement with himself. 

Francis’s new nom JepZtfme was that of Cato Bedivivus. 
The wearer of the mask of Anti-Sejanus is easily detected, 
and the change of signature fails to conceal him. The 
visor raised discovers the champion of Pitt. The day 
following the last mentioned letter under the latter name 
the new one is assumed. The first of the series of 
eighteen letters of ‘ Cato Eedivivus ’ appeared on February 
27, 1766. It is only a new part of the same actor on the 
public stage, but he plays his new character in the habit 
of his old one. The letter opens with Francis’s pretences 
of age, his usual disclaimer of fine writing, and the 
assertion of his disinterestedness as a voluntary and not a 
paid writer ; and that he did not seek to acquire a charac- 
ter or to establish a fortune ; asserting ‘ my reputation is 
superior to the attacks of the whole herd of party 
scribblers, my fortune to the necessities, my philosophy 
to the superfluities of life. But when the liberty of the 
press, that just prerogative of the people, that great 
palladium of the British constitution, is prostituted to the 
meanest acrimony, scurrility, and contemptible ribaldry, to 
serve the infamous and pernicious purposes of envy the 



112 MEMOIRS OP Sm PHILIP FRANCIS. [1700 

cliild of ambition, and of detraction the concomitant of 
env}", it cannot but raise in the breast of every honest man 
tlie utmost indignation against sucli foul mouthed ad- 
vocates for powei', such servile and corrupt prostitutes of 
their pmi.’ Cato Redinvm then instances the recent 
‘ virulent invectives and odious epithets ’ of three anony- 
mous writers in the ‘Public Advertiser ’ against Pitt.^ The 
letter in substance is an able defence of the war policy of 
Pitt’s first and second ministiies, when the British aims 
were triumphant throughout the world. lie closes with 
an apology for the length of his letter (two columns), 
])ostponing an answer to other charges of the calumniators 
for future communications. 

It is very singular, that the same number of the ‘ Public 
Advertiser ’ contains also a short letter signed Atticus ; a 
witty and caustic attack on the Eockingham ministry, the 
members of which Atticus likens to the Sea Cats described 
in a recently published work on Kamskatcha, the cats 
having two bloody quarrels ‘ one about their mistresses, 
which through jealousy they will not suffer another to 
come near ; the other about their places, which they will 
not allow any other to come into.’ ‘ Atticus ’ closely re- 
flects the style and satire of Francis, and, under the au.vi- 
liary name, was probably a pendant to the article of 
Cato Eedivivus. In a second letter of March 5, Cato 
Eedivivus resumes his review and defence of Pitt. On 
the 7th one of his old ministerial antagonists, under the 
fictitious signature of ‘ J. Freeman, ’ congratulated the 
readers of the ‘Public Advertiser’ on the great gun Anti-, 
Sejanus having been spiked ; and that ‘ whether his journey 
to Bath be real or pretended, is quite immaterial.’ Free- 

^ Is it not possible tliat Francis in tbe last letter of Anti-Sejsniis mny 
hare used bis own ofTensive expression against tbe Great Commoner in order 
not to be detected as tbe writer of tbe Cato HediTiTus Letters ? 
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mail does not appear at first to have identified the two 
sioiiatiires as those of one individual. On the 10th and 
12tli Cato Eedivivus again takes the field, principally 
against the financial pohcy of the ministry, and condemning 
a repeal of the Stamp Act. On the same day Mr. Anti- 
Sejanus reappears in a letter dated Bath, the 6th ! Proba- 
bly seeing the taunt of J. Freeman, he desired to show 
that the intended discontmuance of his letters under his 
old signatiu'e was no confession of defeat, and perhaps he 
further wished to have it believed that Cato Eedivivus 
was a different person. On the 14th the paper contains 
au amusing monody on the supposed suicide of Anti- 
Sejanus, a verdict being brought in of felo de se, signed 
A Jw^yman. The last paragraph of this squib concludes : 

‘ Thus has it pleased Providence to remove (or suffered to 
remove himself) from us, the most audacious party 
scribbler that any age or nation ever produced, who 
being himself possessed with the most malignant poison, 
endeavoured to infect the whole kingdom by his baneful 
influence. Let future hireling authors profit by his fate, 
and ever remember the dreadful exit of Anti-Sejanus.’ 
The ministerial defenders were evidently aware that a new 
and powerful opposition writer liad appeared on the stage 
of journalism. 

On the 12th, a second indignant defence of Pitt appeared 
under his later signature. In the latter he observes that, 
‘ Without freedom of thought there can be no such thing 
as wisdom. Without freedom of speech in Parliament 
there can be no such thing as liberty. Freedom of speech 
in Parliament is the greatest bulwark of liberty, the 
brightest jewel that can adorn government ; the sacred 
privilege of a free, and the symptom as well as effect of 
a good government.’ 

His old opponents, however, seem to have suspected the 
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cliange of featliers. J. Freeman, on tlie IStli, in a deience 
of the niinistiy, promises an exposure. ‘ I sluill, by and 
by, make some cursory observations on the more than 
Protean changes Anti-Sejanus has undergone and tlie 
various disguises and appearances he has assumed, as I 
think I have a clue which will trace him through all his 
labyrinths.’ Cato Eedivivus, on the 18th, continued his 
defence of the foreign policy of Pitt, concluding a masterly 
vindication with a graphic portrait of the great orator. 

His specclies '\vere not a smnmary and dry representation of his 
meaning’, uttered in an unaffecting’ tone, and with an nnaninuiting* 
gesture ; hut they were orations, and orations pronounced with all 
the lightning figures and thunder of an orator. He made the most 
of the weight of all his sentiments, and the force of all his expres- 
sions, adapting, to the point for which he was contending, words 
which have the happiest effect upon the ear, and were best suited 
to make his cause probable. His action was suited to his subject, 
full of life, full of spirit, full of emotion, yet full of nature ; as if ho 
was directing an engine, he applied it sometimes to severity, some- 
times to gentleness ; sometimes to damp, sometimes to delight and 
ridicule ; by all the methods of good sense accommodating the persons 
who were to decide the affair to the occasion, hy all the powers of 
eloquence inclining them to the cause he espoused. His sentiments 
appeared to be nature, his descinption a picture, and his language 
music. All the alignments of his opjionents seemed to be made up 
of plausibility and imposition, and faded away like artificial lights 
before the sun. Carrying away the understanding by tlie weight of 
conviction, be was a mighty torrent that poui's along with a re- 
sistless fiood, and sweeps all things in its course. 

‘ Cato Eedivivus ’ continued his occasional letters ; but 
on April 3, Anti-Sejanus again appeal's on the boards, 
dating his letter from Bath, after nearly a month’s silence, 
during which interval he has been almost daily abused. 
It wtis his last letter under that first signature, farther 
vindicating Pitt, and eulogising him for his opposition 
to general warrants. In the last paragraph he facetiously 
says he shall leave Bath ‘in a few days,’ when the 
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‘ Public Advertiser’ would find him to be a more frequent 
correspondent than he had been for some weeks past. 
Ou the 4th, Cato Eedivivus accordingly resumed his pen. 
The foUoAving day the paper inserted a poetical squib 
by Anti-Sejauus Secundus against the ministerial Avriters 
for profane abuse of a sacred name. It had not been 
acknowledged, and therefore it was probably enclosed in 
the cover of Cato Eedivivus. 

In the thirteenth letter of Cato Eedivivus, April 26, 
in ansAver to one of his opponents, he again alluded to 
Pitt’s eloquence ; ‘Not even the eloquence of the Great 
Commoner could seduce me from these principles, though 
I acknowledge that his eloquence may not improperly 
be compared to lightning : it is divinely beautiful, and 
yet powerfully strong ; it gilds and adorns everything it 
shines upon, but yet generally strikes doAvn ev’erything 
that opposes it.’ 

All his old opponents being silenced, a sixteenth letter, 
June 16, was intended to conclude his review of Pitt in 
the character of a statesman ; but a paper appearing in 
the ‘ North Briton ’ against his hero, CatoEedivivus resumed 
his pen in some further articles in reply to the new 
antagonist. A final and tAventieth letter, July 21, con- 
cluded the series, although its postscript promised a con- 
tinuation on the following Monday, tire 28th. In the 
meantime, however, a public event happened equally 
astounding and unforeseen. Cato Eedivivus appears sub- 
sequently to his letter to have had some inkling of the un- 
looked for step about to be taken by the Great Commoner. 
For a fortnight past, indeed, it had been whispered to aU 
politicians behind the scenes that the days of theEocking- 
ham cabinet were numbered, and that the King was in 
secret communication Avith the leaders of the opposition for 
‘ packing ’ a new administration. But no man had dreamed 
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that Pitt would become a politiciil dummy in any cabinet ; 
much less that he would accept the Privy Seal and a peerage. 
On Saturday, Jidy 27, 1766, the ‘■Public Advertiser’ con- 
tained the following paragraph in its notes to correspond- 
ents : ‘We are much obliged to Cato Eedivivus for his 
timely notice, as otherwise we might have been under some 
embarrassment.’ Doubtless this ‘notice ’ was the suspension 
by Cato Eedivivus of his promised further defence of the 
Commoner. It is curious how late and scanty was the news 
of tlie press on coming ministerial changes. The first an- 
nouncement of the ‘ shakiness ’ of the ill-fiited administra- 
tion in the ‘ Public Advertiser’ was on Januaiy 14, when 
that journal stated it was ‘ assured ’ that ‘ the long talked 
of changes were at length settled and the list of the prin- 
cipal succeeding ministers was very correctly given as after- 
wards formed : viz. Mx. Pitt, Lord Privy Seal, in the room 
of the Duke of Newcastle ; the Duke of Grafton, First Lord 
of the Treasury, vice the Marquis of Eockingham ; the 
Hon. Charles Townsend, Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
vice Mr. Dowdeswell ; Lord Shelburne, Seci'etary of State 
for the Southern Department, vice the Duke of EicHmond ; 
the Hon. John Grenville, Paymaster-General of the Forces, 
vice the Hou. Charles Townsend ; the Hon. Mr. Conway 
continuing Secretary of State for the Northern Depart- 
ment ; ‘ besides other lesser changes.’ The ‘ Public 
Advertiser’ of the next day only contained the follow- 
ing reference to these clianges, viz. — ‘ We are assured 
that Mr. Pitt has accepted of a peerage, and that he 
will be created Earl of Bath.’^ On the succeeding day 
the same journal contradicted itself, as follows : ‘ There 
is no necessity for the Lord Privy Seal to be a peer of 
Great Britain, as has been reported, which suggestion is 

^ ,TMs must have been merely a satirical insinuation, comparing Hs 
conduct to that of Pulteney. 
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supposed to have occasioned the report of Mr. Pitt being 
to be made a peer ; for no one can suppose that Mr. 
Pitt could expect to preserve his popularity and power 
to serve his countiy so effectually in the House of .Lords, 
as he can in the House of Commons, unless he means to 
act like Lord Bath.’ Next day, the 28th, the same 
journal has a further paragraph : ‘ We are assured that 
Ml’. Pitt, though he be made Lord Privy Seal, will not 
accept of a peerage.' But this paragraph was followed 
by another : ‘ It is said that the reason of the post of Lord 
Privy Seal being pitched upon for Mr. Pitt, in preference 
to that of Secretary of State, was, that the former does 
not make him responsible for measures which he may 
not be allowed to guide, this high and lucrative office 
being almost a sinecure one ; however, his holding any post 
in the administration will be sufficient to gain it respect 
both at home and abroad, and to give it stability and 
importance.’ Some minor paragraphs in the same number 
announced that Lord Lyttleton would ‘ not succeed to any 
share of the administration that there would be ‘ some 
material changes in the first civil offices in Scotland ;’ and 
that ‘ the intended changes in the ministi’y will occasion 
a very early meeting of parhament.’ In the ‘Public 
Advertiser ’ of the 31st, the actual appointment of Lord 
Camden to the Great Seal was announced, and some 
probable minor changes not before rumoured ; but no 
mention was made of Mr. Pitt’s eventual office. At last 
it became public that the ‘ Great Commoner ’ had accepted 
the ‘ side-place ’ of Privy Seal, and a peerage. 

As a public writer, Francis appears to have been tem- 
porarily paralysed by the Great Commoner’s subsidence 
into the Upper House of Parliament. No contemporary 
political correspondence by Francis or his friends has been 
discovered; but after chapters will show his maturer 



118 


MEIIOIES OF SIR PHILIP FRAXCIS. 


[170(i 

judgment on Chatlnun’s acceptance at this juncture 
of the peerage and pension. He vehemently con- 
demned, and was never reconciled to, that great states- 
man’s conduct in 17(50. There can bo no doubt that 
these sincere and natural feelings will account for the 
occasional withering sarcasm and extreme abuse which 
Frau(?is afterwards, and apparently inconsistently, lavished 
on his lordship — in reality such alternate attacks and 
laudations being not so incongruous. It will be soon 
obseiwed that after Chatham’s retirement from his ignoble 
position in the cabinet — a nuni.stry whose American 
policy was in diametrical opposition to that of William 
Pitt — Francis’s early admiration of his lirst idol llowed 
again, after it had thus ebbed so low. Substantially, it 
was not the fickleness of Francis, but the devious changes 
of the minister, which occasioned Francis’s alteniate 
approval and condemnation of Chatham. Wlien that 
powerful public man resumed his position and again 
headed the popular cause, his former eulogist returned to 
his earlier predilection, and his homage towards his 
juvenile idol. Moreover, political Avriters often use public 
men for the occasion of the day. In these changes 
Francis w'as not single. Many party and personal allies of 
Lord Chatham Avere alike true to themselves; at times his 
folloAvers, at other periods in oi)position to the noble lord. 
Thus, Chatham’s nearest relatives and oldest former col- 
leagues in office honestly stood aloof or severed from 
him, and sometimes Avheu he most sought and needed 
their aid. 

Down to the close of this year, 1700, Francis’s papers 
and the file of the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ afford little material 
certain evidence of a continuation of his contributions to 
the political press. But he wtis not altogether idle. In one 
of his folio volumes of manuscript he has inserted, under 
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the date of May, 1766, a long and able paper on the 
political and commercial relations of England and Por- 
tugal. It occupies twenty- nine closely written pages. This 
is followed by a letter of thirty-three folio pages addressed 
to tlie Duke of Pichmond. At tliis time his grace was 
temporarily one of the jiriucipal secretaries of state, and 
Francis sent his paper for his grace’s enlightenment and 
consideration. But the fall of the Eockingham cabinet 
occurring in August, the duke returned it unused, and 
with the following note : — 

The Dixke of llieliinond presents his compliments to IMr. Francis. 
Ho returns him his observations oii the state aii<l trade of Povtugal, 
which he has road with great attention and pleasure., And alihougli 
the Duke of Richmond has not now the care of these offairs under 
his directions, he shall be very hap]!}" at his return from France 
(where lie is going for a few months) to see jMr. Francis, and to 
learn from him more facts in regard to Portugal, of whieh it appears 
Mr, Francis ha,s so poriect a knowledge. 

Whitehall, August 2, 1706. 

There is ii, circumstance extremely curious in relation to 
Francis’s communication and the Duke of Ekdimond’s ac- 
knowledgment and return of it on August 2. It will be 
observed by the note of his grace that Lord Ximiours 
secretary’s laborious and valuable iiapers remained unac- 
knowledged till the duke was in August oat of office — an 
interval probably between its receipt and return of two 
months or more. Now probably the ex-mini.ster’s politeness 
was quickened by a letter which appeared in the ‘ Public 
Advertiser ’ of August 1, under the signature of Tautum — 
given, as usual with Francis’s letters to that journal, the first 
])lace in its correspondence. It occupies a colmnn and a 
litilf of .space.^ The substance is a sarcastic indignant 

^ The motto is from Juvenal: — 

Virtutem tollimus ipsam, 

Pi-semia si tollas. 
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protest against the discouragement of the under grades 
of the English public civil service. It alludes to the 
constant dissolutions of cabinets and to the cabals of the 
great families, changes seldom or never boding any good 
to the nation, because promotions of the really working 
men are matters of favour — many of no talent or desert 
being placed over the heads of others better entitled 
to advancement. The writer then instances Portugal, 
notwithstanding its ill-government and the inferioiity 
of the people, as a country in which official ability and 
industry were always recognised and rewarded ; and says 
that Portuguese ministers even acknowledged the letters, 
and adopted the plans of inferior men of public depart- 
ments, and never appropriated ‘ another man’s labour and 
ingenuity, leaving him to starve for his pains.’ Tantum 
admits that although there is ‘ no liberty of the press and 
very little liberty of the tongue in Portugal,’ yet men of 
real deserts and large families are not left to starve in the 
Lisbon public offices and to be lost to the world,’ while ‘ a 
herd of worthless insignificant creatures fill their places.’ 
Tantum further archly calls public attention to a custom 
in Portugal worthy of imitation, where the sovereign 
himself received all private communications from his sub- 
jects, and all plans for the advantage of the nation, and 
all representations by public officers or others of their past 
services and claims to advancement. No Portuguese 
minister, he says, ‘ dares to throw papers aside with a con- 
temptuous neglect’ He adds that after a first ad<h’ess to 
the king every individual ‘ sees his name stuck up in the 
great hall of the royal palace, with that of the particular 
minister subjoined, to whom he is to apply for the de- 
spatch of his business, and has the satisfaction of finding 
it brought to a short issue.’ Probably Francis had unsuc- 
cessfully applied to the Duke for the return of his papers ; 
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andiiothing could have been more morti tying to such auiiiid 
than that his experience and meritoiaous suggestion for 
his countiy’s beuelit (the labour probably of many nights) 
should not only have been even unacknovdedged but 
might probably pass unknown to the succeeding ininistiy. 
The ])ungent letter of Taiitum, however, palpably gamed 
its object. The Duke of liichmoud, by his note on the 
following day, made a late amende honorable so far a.s 
concerned good breeding at least ; and within twenty-four 
hours his grace returned the papers of the Avounded War 
Office clerk, with empty comjiliments, but Avith a ])olite 
expression of a desire to make his future acquaintance. 
The Duke’s oversight may haA’e been unintentional. 
Charles, the tliird Duke of Eichmond. aa'Iio in alter 
life Avas personally knoAvn to Francis, Avas a nobleman 
esteemed in private life, of polite and distinguished 
manners, and of independent and patriotic })rinciplcs. 
Although he carried the .sceptre Avith the dove at the 
coronation of George III., his grace ncA’er lent himself 
to the intrigues of the court. Ilis ultra radical creed of 
parliamentary reform, it is Avell kucnvn, became far in 
advance of the maturer faith of Francis. 

Tavo of Woodlall's notices to correspondents in this 
Aveek indicate, the telegraph of communications to Francis. 
A severe and caustic parody — a parallel of Pulteney on 
his acceptance of the Earldom of Bath witli Fitt sinking 
into the Eaildom of Chatham — appeared in the ‘ Public 
Adverti.ser’ of August 2. It Avas entitled, ‘A Letter 
from the Shades ; ’ superscribed, ‘ From the Habitations of 
Spirits separated from terrestrial Bodies, July 29.’ Thi.s 
‘jell d'eitprit is signed ‘ William Pulteney. Called Earl of 
Bath, Avhen on Earth.’ It had, as usual, la premiere place 
in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ correspondence, and had not 
been acknoAvledged the previous day ; but on publication 
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Woodfall inserted the following notice : ‘ To retain and 
oblige an old and steady correspondent, he will find wo 
have departed from our general rule, by inserting his fa- 
vour.’ The rule of the editor was never to publish com- 
munications the morning following their receipt. They 
had necessarily to be read, for the security of the journal 
from state prosecution. The parody is a cutting satire, 
after the usual manner of Francis, on the fall of the Great 
Commoner. The identity of the writer is of course not 
certain, but it may be pronounced as more than probable.^ 
On the 4th, under the head of ‘ Intelligence Extraordinary,’ 
the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ inserted from ‘ a correspondent, 
who has the wonderful faculty of knowing wliat is in 
embryo,’ a long extract by anticipation of Lord Chatham’s 
well-known letter to Beckford, exculpatory of his place 
and title. On the 13th, the ‘Public Advertiser’ con- 
tained another special notice: ‘We are glad to recognise 
the handwriting of an old correspondent in a letter from 
Isleworth, and hope as he has resumed the pen we shall 
frequently hear from him.’ Francis had an old friend 
and schoolfellow of fortune, Mr. David Godfrey, resident 
at Isleworth, near London, whom he occasionally visited ; 
but no particular communication can be identified, unless 
it is one of four epigrams against Chatham. But, on 
August 28, Woodfall acknowledged the receipt of two 
letters addressed to Lord Chatham, signed A. B., promis- 
ing to insert the first on the following day, and the second 
on the Monday or Tuesday succeeding, ‘according to 
the writer’s request’ No other writer appears to have 
been treated with so much deference. The editor also 
requested the author will inform him, ‘ how a fine may 
come to his hands.’ Not only was such a favoim unusual, 

^ A second letter^ under the same designation, also appeared in the 'Public 
Advertiser^ of August 6, 1766* 
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but the spirit of the two letters against the new peer bear 
tlie impress of the pen of Francis. It is, however, pro]>or 
to state that the same initials of correspondents in the *■ Pul)- 
iic Advertiser ’ and several contemporary journals were 
not uncommon, and that the ‘Public Advertiser’ contained 
sevei'al letters on different topics at this period so signed, 
all of which could not be the production of Francis. 

The fourth and last letter to Lord Chatham under the 
signature of A. also indicates its origin ; containing 
advice that his lordshi]>, in the disposition of the govern- 
ment patronage, would reward personal merit by the 
promotion of the most deserving officers in each depart- 
ment, and so promote the public welfare. On the day of 
publication of this last letter, Wood (all notices in a paiu- 
graph at the end of the day’s correspondence, ‘ An iM 
cori'espondent will observe his request complied with in 
this day’s jiaper.’ Utis also is almost certainly another 
signature of Francis. The same number of the ‘ Public; 
Advertiser,’ September 24, contains a short and pithy 
letter in reply to another correspondent Syndic, advo- 
cating the ])romotion of ‘ episcopising in our American 
colonies.’ The ‘ Utis ’ letter is a satire on Chxirch and State 
co-establishments. He warns Syndic against the liberties 
and privileges of a state priesthood by the example of the 
Jesuits. D’Alembert's History of the Order of Jesus is 
cited (a volume which Francis possessed with the Paris 
imprint of 17GG), and Suarez and four other Jesuit autliors 
are quoted for the sanction of immoral acts — ironically 
lauding the ‘ under- written Jesuits, to whom the world is 
indebted for these and many other admirable improve- 
ments in morals, and for widening the way to Heaven, 
which a book called the Gospel had most unconscionably 
narrowed.’ Syndic having replied by a further argument 

* The four are by one TOiter, being respectively numbered 1, 3, 0, 4. 
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really in- favour of a forced religious conformity or union, 
Utis, in a second letter,^ again cauterises Ms opponent. 
This second letter of Utis betrays the associations of 
Francis. It ridicules the chimera of any State plan of 
conformity by possibility preventing honest and harmless 
differences of religious opinion; though Utis contends 
that if Christians would only agree to differ, they would 
exhibit a much more genuine faith than they commonly 
do in worldly practice. He cites an opposite example of 
the Portuguese Jesuits in Paraguay — lie contends that 
Louis XIV. exemplified his plan for a like ‘ union in 
religious matters ’ by the infamous Edict of Nantes — 
that Louis’s consciencemaker, Father La Chaise, and Cole- 
man, the Duke of York’s secretary, influenced our James 
11. to attempt the same trick, which Protestant Britons 
defeated by ‘ turning ’ that sovereign ‘ out ; ’ and that the 
English Tories when uppermost in Queen Anne’s reign 
brought in the Conventicle, Occasional, and Schism Acts 
‘ with the mobbing and destruction of Dissenters’ places 
of worship, for which those times were so famous.’ His 
brief but admirable letter thus ends : ‘ And thus it is that 
hypocrites and men — selfish politicians who have no 
honesty or conscience of their own, and are desirous to 
extinguish the light of both in others — have been, in all 
ages, the great declaimers for and promoters of uniformity 
and union in religious matters.’ 

One other letter is noticeable in the same journal of 
October 25, as bearing the signature of Atticus. It might 
be mistaken for a eulogy on Lord Chatham ; but it is in 
fact a sarcastic citation of a former speech of the ‘ illus- 
trious ’ minister, on the American Stamp Act, when Pitt 
was in opposition, and when the Great Commoner had 
rebuked the Commons for their towards ministers, 

^ ^ Public Advertiser/ October 20, 1766. 
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Pitt having exhorted ineuibers ‘ to get the better of this 
modesty,’ or that ‘ the collective body may begin to abate 
of its respect for the representatives.’ The point of Atticxis 
is, his ^ concern ’ to remark that ‘ the collective body of 
the nation have begun already not only to abate, but even 
to renounce, all its respect for their representatives, having 
been too long and too often convinced of their corrup- 
tion, pusillanimity, and dejiendence on ministers.’ ^ This 
speech Francis may probably have heard, and the par- 
ticidar words may be quoted. 

Such are the fair circumstantial evidences for the early 
contributions of Francis to the public press. As in the 
instance of his Candor pamphlets, they are all on the 
side of civil liberty, constitutional law, and freedom of 
religious thought and profession. They are, with reference 
to the political controversies of the times, singularly free 
from personalities and coarseness, even though lavish of 
sarcastic irony and Avit. Nor is there discernible a single 
instance of any infidelity in his honourable duties as a con- 
fidential clerk in the War Office. The examples have not 
been partially cited ; and several other letters variously 
signed, apparently in aid of his principal newspaper 
controversies, have not been extracted, because they do 
not afford adequate proofs of the identity of authorship. 
His sensible ideas on the adv’ent of the new and motley 
Chatham ministry appear to have been to tolerate that ad- 
ministration till its acts proclaimed its character and spirit ; 
at the same tune to mark Lord Chatham’s inconsistencies 
and errors. But when he saw the Great Commoner and the 
Lord Chancellor Camden completely stultify their former 
American policy by remaining passive and consenting 

Sir William Draper at this early time was a contributor to the ‘ Public 
Advertiser/ which on the previous day (Oct. 24) contained a letter under 
the initials W. B. on Indian military affairs* 
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members of a cabinet reversal of that policy, and when by 
an unconstitutional order in council they prohibited the 
exportation of grain, and violated recent Acts of Par- 
liament, Francis was honestly indignant and ashamed of 
his former idolatry of Pitt. His passions must have 
boiled over as he heard Lord Mansfield chastise the ex- 
Lord Chancellor Northington (Chatham’s President of the 
Council), and demonstrate in the Upper House that the 
dispensing power of the Crown was unconstitutional, and 
against the letter and spirit of the Bill of rights.^ Francis 
possessed all the principal pamphlets on this question, 
having significantly noted on some of them his indignant 
sense of the illegality of the order in council, and the 
danger of the precedent. Chatham, though approving 
by letter this indefensible measure, had the excuse of 
absence from the cabinet through illness. But Lord 
Camden’s concurrence in and strange justification of the 
council order as ‘ at most but a forty days’ tyranny’ was a 
reading of the British constitution which such a mind as 
that of Francis scorned, and language the utterance of 
which he could scarcely have beheved, unless present in 
the Lords a listener to the Lord Chancellor’s inadvertent 
but disgraceful speech. Lord Campbell is at a loss, in 
his life of this eminent judge, to account for conduct re- 
specting so plain a principle of constitutional law ; nor 
was it excused, but aggravated, when Lord Camden, after 
the resignation of the Great Seal, made the confession 
that in the cabinet he had long beheld with silent indigna- 
tion the arbitrary measures of ministers, and had often 
‘ drooped and held down his head in council, and disap- 
proved by my looks those steps which I knew my avowed 
opposition could not prevent.-’ Lord Mansfield’s masterly 

^ 16 Pari Hist. 245-312. Lord Camplell’s ^ Life of Lord Northington/ 
voL V. p, 21. 
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speech against ministers on this order in Council was 
published by Almon ; by -whom reported is unknown. 
Francis possessed a copy of the printed speech, on the title 
page of which he has written (as the title does not mention 
the name of the peer who delivered it), ‘By Lord Mansfield 
against Lord Camden.’ He corrected in this copy some 
typographical and other errors, and he may have been the 
reporter, Almon being a very improbable publisher for 
Lord Mansfield’s own selection. The fly-leaf in this 
copy opposite the title ^ also contains a characteristic note 
in the handwriting of Francis : ‘ Here he (Lord Mans- 
field) had his revenge against Chatham and Camden. 
The latter was a sniveling ^ lawyer, and a poor creature 
at heart. He would make the proclamation lawful, and 
Chatham was forced to follow him against his character, 
temper, and genius.’ In this stretch of the prerogative. 
Lord Chatham was in truth equally culpable, because he 
penned his approval of the order before the measure rvas 
proposed to the cabinet. Still less could Francis tolerate 
the colonial policy of this most disreputable ministry. 
His own opinions, it has been stated, rvere in favour of the 
legal right of the mother country to tax the colonies. 
But his common sense disapproved of the absurd repeal of 
the Stamp Act, and the imposition of the equally obnoxious 
tea tax, and the duties on imported goods. It was only 
a short period before, in 17C6, that Pitt had received the 
thanks of tire Massachusetts House of Eepresentatives ; 
and that a colossal statue of the Great Commoner in a 
Ciceronian character and habiliment was erected in 
Charlestown, South Carolina, with an inscription on the 

^ Tlie title is ^ A Speech on "behalf of the Constitution against the Suspend- 
ing and Dispensing Prerogative/ &e. Almon, London^ 1767. Bvo. pp* 145. 

2 The term ^ snivelling ’ is used hy our best writers — Dryden, Swift, and 
Cowper among others. Of Teutonic deidvation, it has a signiheation different 
from the vulgar use of the appellative. 
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pedestal ‘ in grateful memory of his services’ in ‘defend- 
ing the freedom of America.’ The after acts of Lord 
Chatham’s cabinet in truth produced the War of Inde- 
pendence. A mother country right may exist which at 
certain periods of the growth of a colony ought not to 
be enforced. Thus are great statesmen occasionally at 
variance with themselves in the advocacy of antagonistic 
principles and opposite policies. Biographers commonly 
either keep the errors of their subjects in the background, 
or, magnifying errors, overlook comparative superior 
merits, in their lives of pubhc men. 

This divergence from the subject of the personal life of 
Francis is justified by the necessity of showing all the true 
bearings and ultimate formation of his political opinions, 
and as a vindication of his changing estimates of the cha- 
racters and acts of the leading pubhc men of the times. He 
had no intimate relations with any of the ministers or mem- 
bera of the opposition of the period, but occasionally met 
many public men and literary characters at the town house 
of Mr. Calcraft ; and through his father he gained much 
knowledge of the retrospective history and current politics 
of the Whigs and the ‘ Court Party.’ It is clear that for 
three years he had maintained a strict incognito in his 
own contributions to the press, as his domestic and 
other correspondence with relatives and family friends 
proves ; politics never being a topic. His official position 
was doubtless one principal motive for his keeping his 
opinions and liis writing a profound secret within his own 
breast. And excepting his brother-in-law, Alexander 
Mackrabie, and his schoolfellow Godfrey, Philip Eosen- 
hagen and Mr. David Gravier, and one of the Fitzpatrick 
family in the Custom House, he does not appear to have 
had any intimate associates interested in politics. But he 
was a frequenter of coffee-houses, at that time the party 
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clubs of London. Tin.'' Litter fact his familiar letters and 
]')apers prove. His occasional tours in the couutiy were 
then chiefly confined to Isleworth, the residence of 
Godfrey, and to Fulham where Mrs. Francis's parents 
resided. And ho annually or oftener visited his father 
and IHr. Calcraft, the country seat of the latter being at 
Ingress in the count}' of Kent. It is a tradition in his 
family that he first visited Paris in 17GG, but there is no 
epistolary record or proof of the fact.^ But it is not im- 
probable, as his libmry contained several French books 
bearing the imprint of that year ; and he ivrote to Gravier, 
promising to join him in that metropolis of the Continent, 
if he could contrive an office furlough. Bj' the letters, how- 
ever, of Gravier which Francis has jireserved, the latter 
would appear certainly not to have kept his provisional 
engagement. His private volume of letters from friends 
in this year, and the Mhir Ollicc records showing his 
lumdwriting, exoe|)t in a few days of interval, would lead 
to the conclusion that he had not been in Paris this year ; 
nor is there any evidence that he had visited any other 
I'ountries up to this time .since his return from Lisbon in 
17G0. 

In 1700, Mrs. Francis gave birth to a third child, tlieir 
daughter Harriet, born on February 19. Tims tlie cares 
and expenses of an infant and increasing family came fa.-^t 
upon him ; and no marvel that he should anxiously desire 
au increase of means for their support, together with a 
growing disappointment that his conscious talents should 
HO long be kept under a bushel. In one of Gravicr’s 
letters to him from the ship Essex in the Downs, July IG, 
1 7 GG, his friend writes to him a singular prediction of 

* Lady Franck, who draws romantic pictures of her husband's pensoiial 
beauty, says that he was called there ‘ Le Bel xlnglais.’ 

VOL. 1. ■£ 
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Prancis’s future rise in life : ‘ As to tte mutations in the 
ministry, I am sure you are too much a philosopher to 
let them affect you.. Leave to fate the care of your future 
fortune and enjoy the present in perfection. Think not 
that merit like yours was ever calculated to be buried, or 

to shine according to the whim of a set of in place 

(Lord B is excepted). No, my friend ; inspired with 

the spirit of prophecy, I tell you you will never have 
occasion to murmur at your destiny.’ Unfortunately 
every man who makes a prediction has not the power to 
make it true. Godfrey,^ although rich, was a man of no 
pohtical influence. He was, however, the godfather of 
Francis’s third daughter Harriet. There is often an 
uncertainty in the time of the accomplishment of pro- 
phecies. Francis had been four years in his secondary 
clerkship of the War Office, and it will be hereafter shown 
that he continued in the same subordinate, ill-recompensed 
employment for eight years longer, his wife biennially 
presenting him an increase of their family, to 1772. But 
notwithstanding an excitable, sensitive, and occasionally 
a morbid temperament, his severe industry and dominant 
resolution to labour for his proper place in life never 
failed. 


ANTI-SEJANUS. 

I have thought it be.st to allow Mr. Parkes’s ingenious reasoning 
to prove by internal evidence the almost sole authorship of Francis 
both of the papers thus signed, and other allied compositions, 
to stand as in his original manuscript. Nevertheless, the result 
affords a somewhat curious indication of the uncertainty of the 
conclusions deduced from such evidence. Among the original 
Woodfall papers is the following MS. note, ostensibly from Anti- 
Sejanus, to Woodfall. 


1 Sic in Mr. Parkes’s original. There is a confusion between ‘ Gravier ’ 
and ‘ God&ey ’ which my materials do not enable me to set right. — ^E ditoe. 
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Sir, — I am alarmed to see in yours of yesterday tlie acknowledg- 
ment of tke receipt of a letter signed ‘ A Friend to Anti- Sej anus,* of 
wliicli neither myself nor tvny of my friends, are acquainted with the 
writer. As it is one of mir signafures, I hope your candour vnl\ 
suppress it, if there is anything in it that may discredit any of the 
party. I am, very sincerely. 

Your friend and most humble servant, 
Anti- Se JANUS. 

This letter, as if to add to the intricacy of the question, is in 
a handwriting, in the opinion of Mr. Parkes himself, as well as 
of others to whom he showed it, certainly not that of Francis. 

‘ Before the discovery of this MS. note,’ he says, in a memorandum, 
dated May 1 7, 1814, ‘ I had a strong opinion that Aiifl-Sejanus was one 
of Philip Francis’s many 1765 assumed anonymous signatures, though 
I was perplexed by apparently inconsistent parts of that writer’s pub- 
lic political writings. But if this MS. note be the real handwriting 
of that writer, it bears no similarity to Francis’s natural or fictitious 
handwriting. Also, by the contents of the note, Ant i-ScJ anus w'ould 
appear to be one of a junto of pai'ty winters acting in concert and 
confidence, whereas Francis always worked without connection 
with other writers. But then Junius, in a private note to H. S. 
Woodfall, No. 8, September 10, 1769, pretends that ‘there are 
people about me ’ prompting imprudent letters. 

‘To re-examine 1765 newspaper “Public Advertiser” file, and re- 
consider this enigma. Certain contemporary wnriters believed Anti- 
Sejanus and Caio Bedmivus to be the same individual.’ 

Undoubtedly the curious note to Woodfall may be a ^ blind.’ 
But it remains a probable conclusion to be drawn from this 
and other portions of the evidence, first, that in much of the 
correspondence previous to the letters signed Junius, Francis 
had colleagues ; secondly, that the Woodfalls, or H, S. Woodfall 
at least, were not wholly unacquainted with the combination of 
clever party writers to whom they owed so much of their con- 
tinued reputation and success. — [Editob.] 


Francis has thus far been traced as an active voluntar}" 
and unpaid contributor to the London press on political 

and other subjects, from 1763 to 1766, and never, in any 

£ 2 




132 MEMOIRS OF SIR PHILIP FRANCIS. [1707 

instance, under his proper name. It may therefore be 
presumed that he -would continue his vocation in 1 76 7 . A 
progressive improvement in style and higher aims might 
be expected, and that such a young wiiter’s peculiarities 
in composition would accumulate and become more mani- 
fest. A perfect file of the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of this 
year,^ with the aid of Francis’s manuscripts and corre- 
spondence, and the catalogue of his library, afford 
‘ scents ’ which, patiently followed up, render the pro- 
bable if not certain identification attainable. The clue, 
though interwoven, serves for a guide. 

It has been seen that our Portuguese policy was natur- 
ally a subject of Francis’s interest. He had formed 
acquaintance with some English mercantile firms in 
Lisbon, and with some of their London partners he 
became intimate on his return home. Among his papers 
are copies of many of their memorials to om- government, 
and of several printed pamphlets on our commercial 
gi'ievances in Portugal, between 1760 and 1766. In the 
‘Public Advertiser’ of the last day of 1766, WoodfaU 
announced in his notices to correspondents that a Lxm- 
tanicus packet was come to hand. On Hew Year’s day 
(1767) there is a further announcement, ‘ in 

our next.’ Accordingly, a letter under that signature 
appeared on January 2. It was editorially headed by 
the announcement that ‘ for a curious anecdote of Oliver 
Cromwell, see the last page.’ The perusal of ‘Lusi- 
tanicus ’ scarcely leaves room for a doubt that it is from 
the pen of Lord Eannoul’s ex-private secretary. The 
letter, occupying two columns, is written with all the 
force and satire of Francis’s later effusions, and repeats 


^ TKia file, from 17G6 to 1784, Lad Leen fortnnatelj preserved^ for tliree 
generations, in the printing office of Mr. H. B. WoodfalL It is the only 
known perfect set of that journal. 
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some of Ills favourite ideas, scarcely concealing his former 
oificial relations in Lisbon. Though carefully avoiding any 
allusion to Lord Kimioul’s particular embassy, the writer 
substantially recites its objects and their failure, so far as 
concerns any considerable redress of mercantile grievances. 
At the end, the editor in italics adds, ‘ to be continued,’ 
thus designating it only as the first portion of the com- 
munication. Probably such was the fact, or that a con- 
tinuation had been privately promised. None, howmver, 
a])peared under the same signature until ten days after- 
wards. The conclusive part may have been withdrawn, 
or if not enclosed with the first part, the completion might 
have been postponed by the Avriter. But the former reason 
was the most likely, as in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of the next 
day (January 3) the editor inserted the following para- 
graph among the notices to correspondents, ‘ An old corre- 
spondent shall be obliged." Doubtless tlie obligation was 
the insertion of a news paragra]-)h in that day’s ‘ Public Ad- 
vertiser,’ to tlie effect that Lord Chat! lam Inid just despatched 
a messenger to the court of Portugal demanding an 
immediate redress of our grievances, and a stricter fulfil- 
ment of the British treaties with Portugal, This para- 
graph, in lieu of the promised continuation of Lusitanicus, 
clearly denotes the writer’s access to official sources of 
information ; the paragraph stating that Lord Chatham 
had made ‘ a positive and distinct communication ’ to the 
Portuguese government to that effect. The paragraph is 
highly complimcntaiy to Lord Chatham, and stating that 
the new minister was exhibiting his ancient bold policy 
and spirit, and that the ministry of Lord Chatham might 
eclipse that of Mr. Pitt ; for that in the event of the 
Portuguese government not replacing British commerce 
on its original footing, and unless ample justice was done 
to om* merchants, it ‘ was determined to open a trade 
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directly with the Brazils, in conformity to specific sti- 
pulations of treaty.’ This paragraph may have been 
sent to the newspaper with the privity of Francis’s old 
friend, Mr. Wood, from whom the writer would probably 
derive his information. The War Office rooms then 
adjoined and communicated with those of the Treasury 
and Commissariat. The article is signed Craftsman. 
The identity of Francis as Lusitanicus is further proved 
by the Cromwell anecdote published with the letter. It 
is in substance the well-knowm anecdote from Lord 
Orrery’s State papers, of the project, in the interregnum 
between Cromwell’s acceptance of the protectorate or the 
title of king, of a negotiation for a maniage between his 
youngest daughter Frances and Charles II. Not only 
had Philip Francis noted this anecdote in one of his early 
volumes of manuscript notes of his readings, but his 
library contained a copy of Carte’s Ormonde Papers and 
in one of his acknowledged pamphlets, forty years after- 
wards, the same historical anecdote is repeated. 

On Jan. 10, appeared, under notices to correspondents, 
an acknowledgment of the receipt of ‘A. B. to the Earl of 
Chatham.’ This probably was enclosed wfith a further letter 
of Lusitanicus, because Woodfall’s receipt of the latter was 
not acknowledged, and also as both letters were published 
in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of the same day, January 13. 

The second letter of Lusitanicus appears as a distinct 
communication ; and it of course was framed on the new 
state of circumstances in the intervening week. 

The letter of A. B. bears also strong assay marks of 
Francis’s authorship. It is addressed to Lord Chatham, wdth 
a motto from St. Augustine, non magna logui sed vivsre. 
Francis possessed the Latin works of St. Augustine, and 
appredated some of the Saint’s admirable though Catho- 

* Edition 1739, lot 307 in the Francis Library Sale Catalogue. 
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lie writings. He commences this second letter by stating 
that he had addi’essed ‘ several letters ’ to his lordship, ‘ in 
the “ Pubhc Advertiser ” of August and September last, 
wherein I ventured to foretell that the unnatural ferment 
which had been raised by the malevolent insinuations and 
shameless assertions of jmur enemies would shortly sub- 
side ; ’ and he then proceeded to congratulate himself on 
being no ‘false prophet,’ his exact predictions having 
been fulfilled. He then eulogises the earl, contrasting Ins 
statesmanhke qualities with those of the minister’s chief 
opponents ; the latter of whom A. B. describes as the 
taction ‘ of a few private families ’ seeking office from the 
lust of power, and for the enrichment and aggrandisement 
of themselves, at the expense of the nation, and at the 
sacrifice of rewards due ‘ to men of real merit.’ In many 
of his preceding letters he had harped on the unrequited 
deserts of the secondary and junior officials of our public 
civil departments. He recites the glories of Chatham's 
earlier administrations, and assures him of the love and 
‘ veneration ’ of the people, if the ‘ Earl ’ will continue to 
be the ‘ Commoner ’ he was. A. B. then lauds the ‘ irre- 
sistible eloquence’ of. the peer (in Francis’s old tenns) as 
affecting the heart, and at the same time convincing the 
understanding and entitling Chatham to the just name of 
the ‘ British Cicero.’ He concludes by denouncing hire- 
ling writers, averring himself to be unpaid and unknown 
to the earl ; and expresses his confidence, that in the con- 
duct of the foreign policy of the country, the ‘ Earl of 
Chatham’ will be no more intimidated than was the 
‘ Great Commoner.’ It will be hereafter seen that this 
latter was almost in spirit and letter repeated by Francis 
in a piivate anonymous letter to Lord Chatham himself^ 

^ Letter of Junius to Lord Cbatliam, January % 1708, ^Chatham Cor- 
respondence/ iii. ^502. 
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Tims under two different signatures on the same 
day Francis again resorted to Ids old plan of inidtiplying 
himself, the variety of his signatures adding to his action 
on public opinion, and also abridging the chances of his 
personal discovery. 

In the ‘Public Advertiser’ of March 3, appeared another 
letter on the subject of Portuguese oppression of our mer- 
chants, under the fresh signature of Ulissipo Britannicm. 
This is palpably another disguise of Francis. It was written 
to press the question again on the attention of ministers, 
who, ‘ in the multiphcity of business,’ the writer fears may 
overlook a pressing wrong. He calls public attention 
to a pamphlet just published, ‘ Authentic Memorials of 
the British Consul and Factory at Lisbon,’ detailing the 
old grievances. The perusal of the pages, he ironically 
says, made him admire the calm patience of his country- 
men, long suffering under so oppressive a load. He says 
that the facts, with vouchers, had been delivered to Lord 
Kinnoul, when ambassador in Portugal, and were ‘ after- 
wards transmitted to the late Great Commoner and the 
Earl of Halifax, while they managed the affahs of State. ’ 
The latter facts of course must have been known to 
Francis. Further, among his collection of pamphlets is 
a copy of the one in question ; and it will be hereafter 
seen that ‘ Ulissipo ’ was a signature in divers combinations 
subsequently used by him. 

These letters appear to be his only political contributions 
to the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ in the first three months of this 
year. There are three or four intervening letters and 
paragraphs on miscellaneous and literary subjects, one 
of which especially, on Eousseau’s quarrel with Hume^, 
might reasonably be assigned to him ; but the internal 
and external evidence of their authorship is insufficient 
positively to identify them as by Francis. In one of 
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the^ie doubtful papers, signed Pk‘toi\ Francis would seem 
to have lieen tiying a dramatic style of lampoon iiig, 
which, in tiie course of this year, it will be soon seem 
he siK’cessfuily practised. Fictor satirises Lord Maiislield 
under the character of Frosty, Dr. Johnson under the 
name of Pension, and some third public man as Antique. 
Tlie letter is in answer to one inserted in the ‘ Gazetteer,' 
then partly edited by his oavu father, and has Francis's 
peculiar irony. 

In this month he a]-)pears to have become disgusted with 
the acts of the iU!W cabinet, who certainly disappointed the 
expectations of the entire liberal public. An announce- 
ment in the ‘ Public Advertiser ' of Marcdi 4, that '■ An old 
correspondeiit may be assured that we shall ivith pleasure 
insert his favours as hertofore,’ soon indicated Francis 
under the signature of in the pajier of that day. 

The letter compares Chatham to Balaam, and truly com- 
plains of the useless idaces created, and the undeserved 
pensions conferred; speaking of the '•late Great Com- 
moner, and now little Earl of C.’ Francis had not 
changed ; but Chatham had surrendered himself to his 
colleagues, and iii the American policy had turned his coat. 
On the 7th, Onustus contuuies his Balaam parody. On the 
9th, the same writer reflects on the earl’s sulky absence 
in the country, and represents him as only suflering from 
political gout. A fourth letter, on the 10th, attacks the 
minister wdth increased severity. Onustus was not incon- 
sistent, he only echoed the opinion of the public. In 
pohtieal parties tliere ai’e no reactions so sudden, no 
animosities so bitter, as those excited by men in office, 
■wdio violate pledges given in opposition. Consistency was 
the quality he respected in George Grenville. In this last 
letter of Onustus, Francis specially shows his partiality 
for that statesman, referring to him as ‘ llr. Grenville, 
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that able and honest minister, ■who fell a sacrifice to 
the restlessness, jealousy, and revenge of an ambitious 
favourite.’ 

In the preceding month. Lord Chatham’s continued 
illness and absence from London had completely paralysed 
the government, and fostered cabals. Charles Townsend 
and Conway were notoriously negotiating with the Eock- 
ingham party, •with the object of ousting the Duke of 
Grafton, and many resignations of office were threatened. 
All ■was chaos in the King’s councils. Still Chatham 
showed no intention of retirement. The bright hopes on 
his entry into office were now changed into gloom and 
every disappointment. 

The year 17G7, and the four subsequent years, of the 
volumes of Woodfall’s journal, critically and attentively 
studied, clearly show the distinctive penmarks of Francis, 
the progressive formation of his style, and the growing 
power of his political writings. The eaiiier wiitings of few 
celebrated political authors are comparable to their after 
productions. Experience of pubhc life and knowledge 
of human nature are essential attainments before maturity. 
The works of Swift, Cobbet, Paine, and of almost all the 
eminent political writers of the Georgian era, might be 
cited in proof of the fact. Shakespeare published his 
exquisite ‘Venus and Adonis’ when only twenty-one years 
old. Milton had produced his ‘ Lycidas ’ and ‘ Comus ’ 
before his majority ; but years only create the skill of the 
hterary pohtician, who treats of social science, or embarks 
in party controversy. 

It is plain that Woodfall constantly, though intermit- 
tently, received from his old and ‘ valued ’ correspondent 
fresh communications, because they are always specially 
acknowledged and almost invariably inserted at the head 
pf the columns appropriated to tlie correspondence of the 
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journal. One foot is remarkable throughout these singular 
contributions of Francis — that Woodfall, from the terms of 
his several and varied acknowledgments of them, certainly 
did not know from what individual they came. The hand- 
writing of the contributor wms clearly the editor’s mode of 
recognition as the ^ favours ’ of one and the same writer. 
Whether at this time Francis wrote in a natiiral or a 
feigned hand can only be subject of speculation. But as 
his handwriting in the Candor first letter of August 2, 
1764, was disguised, though indifiereutly, and as Woodfall 
probably knew the hand of his schoolfellow, it is a fair 
presumption that all the subsequent communications were 
penned in the same artificial manner ; and this probability 
will be heightened by after circumstances. 

But to pass through, and out of such a labyrinth, the 
reader must now be carried foinvard. 

Close on the heels of Omislus followed on April 27, 
1767, two short satiiical letters in the ‘ Public Advertiser,’ 
bearing the signatures of Comutem and A Ural Cook 
en Culotte. On the 24th inst. a list of a pending new 
administration, ‘ now handed about,’ had appeared in the 
‘ Public Advertiser.’ It assigned a coming neiv premiership 
to the Duke of Bedford, the Treasury to Lord Pock- 
ingham. the Great Seal to Lord Mansfield, &c. ; the cast 
of parts being a most unlikely amalgamation of political 
sections. It was probably ‘ a feeler ’ from the pen of 
some wTiter who sought a place in the cabinet, or some 
subordinate officer. It seems to have excited the ire of 
Francis and his sense of the ridiculous. The two letters 
demolishing the spurious list palpably exhibit his style 
and personal associations. He stamps as counterfeits 
some of the names in the list as those of ‘ notorious stiff- 

O 

matised men who violently supported general warrants' 

The poUtical burglary in Wilkes’s dwelling-house con- 
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tinned to be an inexpiable crime in the eyes of Francis ; 
and it was more or less constantly referred to and indig- 
nantly denounced in his after political productions ; even to 
the close of life. It was the hL4e noire of his mind ; but it 
was a past evil, rarely, if ever, alluded to by any other con- 
temporary correspondent of the ‘ Pubhc Advertiser.’ It 
was naturally the ghost which haiurted Candor. Further, 
the letter of the Cook refers to a similar prose jen 
dies^prit in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of February 4, pub- 
lished ivith the Britannicits Portuguese letter.^ Again, the 
Real Cook betrays his own calling by the statement that 
so scandalous were the jobs, and the bestowal of the best 
places on the least deserving men, that he himself had 
been nineteen years in a second class office ‘ without ex- 
perience of dismission or resignation.’ In this paper he 
states that he then had expectations of benefit through 
one patron, after attaching himself in vain to and receiving 
empty promises from five heads of office. He desciibed 
Chatham as the cat’s-paw of all the self-seekers and 
place-hunters of the kingdom, and suggests that a public 
house or ‘ eating house ’ should be opened in London 
with the sign of ‘ A Pensioner on Crutches.’ 

From this period Francis, apparently having discovered 
the force, value, and power of his pen, commenced a more 
serious and masculine style of writing. On the day fol- 
lowing the pubhcation of the two last-mentioned letters, 
appeared a letter of heavier calibre and with a peculiar 
assumption of dignity and gravity. It bore the signature 
of Poplicola, the name of one of the first Eoman Consuls. 
It is singular that, contrary to Woodfall’s almost invariable 


^ Tbis former sc[uib was eyideutly by Francis, as the Cooh terms it ^ my 
qmint but very honest letter of the 4th of February last.’ This jeu ^esprit 
was a pretended advertisement of a procurer of places in public ofices for 
men seeking patronage. 
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habit to his correspondents, this letter was l^nackno^vledged 
when received. It therefore in all pi-obability was en- 
closed in the same envelope as the preceding ])rinted 
letters, and needed no notice. The aiitliorship of Poplici da' 
has been attributed by a late American writer to Horne 
Tooke — a simple guess — it being as/iujiied that Francis's 
known admiration of Chatham made ///s authoi'ship ok it 
not only inconsistent but impossible. This fallacious ob- 
jection to Francis’s identity as the author, has been already 
fully shown in this chapter of his life, and indeed the cem- 
tinued attack on Chatham is one of the proofs that I’op- 
licola was Francis. This letter is tluanighout stamped 
with the spirit of Francis’s style and sentinnaits. In the 
first three sentences his authorship is denoted by his I'e- 
peated use of the preposition to six times. The ex])ressi()u 
of ‘so black a villain’ was the peculiar and <-oarso lan- 
guage of vituperation used by Francis years afterwards. 
It might have been wished that so eloquent and powerful 
a writer was not the author of some vituperative j)assages 
in this and a following second letter of I’oplicola ; l)ut 
truth compels the admission. The hypothesis tluit Home 
Tooke was the author is absurd ; his style, in the few early 
political articles written by the Parson of Ihvntford, will 
on comparison be found to be widely diflerent. The 
writers who raised the suspicion of Tooke s authorship of 
Poplicola did so partly on the assertion that ‘ about ’ this 
period Tooke had returned from a tour in Italy, ])assing 
previously some weeks with "Wilkes in Paris. Put not 
only was Tooke abroad during the entire year and pre- 
vious autumn of 1766, brrt by one of his letter’s he was in 
Paris so late as May 25, 1767. 

On May 23 the ‘Public Advertiser’ contained a witty, 
quaint, and irorrical letter against cant and hypocrisy in 
politics and religion, under Fr-ancis’s old anonym of One of 
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the Peo2)le. Tliis was almost certainly his, by its allusion to 
the communications under the signature of Margery the 
Cook. It is a clever satire on the English observance of 
the Sabbath, in one law for the rich and another for the 
})oor. Bolingbmke, one of his favourite authors, is also 
quoted. The first and the last sentences bear unmistake- 
able marks of Erancis’s hand. It opens in the following 
manner : ‘ The negroes have a notion that when God 
Almighty made man, the devil tried his hand at creation 
too ; but not being able to complete liis purpose, instead 
of a perfect man he made a monkey.’ He closes by 
stating that the magistrates’ tine inflicted for swearing is 
a punishment proportionate to the rank of the swearer ; 
that a man of fashion pays five shillings for his lordship’s 
oath, whereas his footman may swear for a shilling ;’ he 
avers that the reason is good, because swearing is a vulgar 
custom, and a man of quahty should not demean himself 
by doing anything vulgar.’ He adds, that ‘ Margery the 
Cook must not think herself authorised to play at aU fours 
with the footman in the kitchen because her lady is at 
gncquet wdth a fine gentleman in her dressing-room ; 
nor must she allow herself to sell the coals because her 
mistress slips a guinea out of the quadrille pool. She 
must be sober, though her lady loves liquors. She must 
read her Bible and go to church, though her ladyship 
studies Hoyle and plays cards of Sundays. She must 
keep the commandments though her lady don’t know 
one from t’other ; and she must love and fear God though 
her lady never thinks at all about Him.’ This style of 
contrast or antithesis was his peculiar vein of humour and 
illustration of an argument. 

Curiously, he early came into collision with Sir William 
Draper; perhaps without being aware that they were 
antagonists. Sir WiUiam was a resident at Clifton and an 
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occasional contributor to the ‘ Public Advertiser signing 
his initials, only without any address. Wilkes, in a well- 
known pamphlet addressed to the Duke of Gx'aftou, had 
made some strong reflections on Chatham, and Draper (who 
had been under obligations to that minister) answered them 
and counter-attacked Wilkes. Tliis Draper letter caused a 
second letter from Poplicola.’- The latter justified Wilkes, 
distinctly answeiing the chai’ge against him of inconsis- 
tency towards Chatham. ‘ Poplicola,’ after logically de- 
stroying tlie argument of Draper, without undertaking the 
defence of that gentleman’s conduct nr character, says, ‘ I 
cannot admit that because llr. Pitt was respected and 
honoured a few years ago, the Eaid of Chatham tlio.refore 
deserves to be so now ; or tliat a description which suited 
him in one part of his hfe must of necessity be the only 
one applicable to him at another. It is barely possible 
that a very honest commoner may become a very corrupt 
and worthless peer.’ This is equally a defence of the 
apparent inconsistency of his own different estimates of 
Lord Chatham. This second letter of Poplicola is fur the 
most severe of all Prancis’s past invectives against that 
minister. On J une 10, Woodfall appears, by the following 
acknowledgment, to have received another commimication ; 

‘ A due attention will be paid to One of the People’s request : 
his present favour shall have a place in our next,’ But 
on the following day the editor notes that ‘ When we pro- 
mised our old correspondent One of the People's letter 
a place to-day, we overlooked his desire of having it ap- 
pear on Saturday, when it shall be inserted.’ Accord- 
ingly, on the latter day, the 13th, it was published ; as 
usual at the head of the correspondence. Its object was 

' ‘ Public Advertiser,’ May 28, 1767. This letter, as printed, erroneously 
calls Sir William Brapei’^s initials C.D. This may ha^’e been either the error 
of the compositor or the mistake of Francis. 
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to denounce the violation of public decency in married 
men of rank appearing at Newmarket and in the pai’ks 
with their mistresses, and the equal insult to society of 
those friends who countenance such immorality, by 
friendly recognition of the frail ’women. The moral was 
clearly aimed at the Duke of Grafton. 

On June 23, appeared the announcement to the ‘ Public 
Advertiser’ coiTespondeut, that Auti-Sejauus Jun. is come 
to hand.’ This signature as jun. was only a fresh clirist- 
cning of the Anti-Sejanus of 1766. Like the ‘ Father of 
Candor,’ ‘ it was a change of shape,’ common in the writer. 
This letter occupies the place of honour in the ‘ Public Ad- 
vertiser ’ of the following day. It is a bitter terse attack on 
the ministry, particularly aimed at Lords Chatham and 
Bute. The motto prefixed is a passage from Francis’s maga- 
zine of mottoes, the ‘ Annals’ of Tacitus. It is from the 
first book, ty[iifying a woman raging with all the impotence 
of female ambition, and a people enslaved by a womaiC 
and two juveniles. Singularly enough, in one of Francis's 
earliest bound volumes of manuscripts a printed cutting 
from the ‘ Pubhc Advertiser ’ of this letter is pasted within, 
and manuscript dated, in his own hand, June 24, 1767. 
Tin's letter exhibits the -wiiter’s early prejudices against 
the Scotch. Beheving Chatham to have been the mere 
nominee of Lord Bute, ‘ Anti-Sejanus Jun.’ hurls the well- 
known invective against Cliatham. 

I will not censure him for the avarice of a pension, nor the 
melancholy amhition of a title. These were objects which he 
perhaps looked up to, though tlie inst of the world thought them 
far beneath his acceptance. But to become the stalkiiig-liorso 
of a stallion ; to shake hands with a Scotchman at the hazard of 
catching all his infamy ; to fight nnder his auspices against the 
constitution ; and to receive the word fi’om him, prei-ogative and a 
thistle (by the once respected name of Pitt) ; it is oven helow con- 


^ Meaning 'the Princess Dowager. 
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tempt. But it seems tliat tliis unhappy country had long enough 
been distracted hy their divisions, and in the last instance was to be 
oppressed hy their union. 

In tMs sliort letter, of only half a newspaper column, 
the preposition to is used twenty-three times. 

In the same folio volume are pasted three other news- 
paper slips, probably his own productions. The author- 
ship of one of them, cut from the ‘ Public Advertiser,’ by 
the following singular circumstantial evidence, is fixed on 
Francis. His last letter in June had been under his former 
signature of One of the People. On July 10, the day 
before publication, Woodfall announced its receipt in the 
following singular notice : — 

One of the People^s favour is come to hand, and shall have a place 
in our next. We were not unmindful of the request contained in 
the cover of a former letter, but some of the MSS. being destroyed, 
and the papers in which they were inserted mislaid, we have not 
as yet been able to comply with it, but hope by our correspondent’s 
return to town to perfect them. His MSS, in future shall be pre* 
served. We shall think ourselves happy in hearing from him, 
as the postage for correspondents’ letters is what we pay with the 
utmost readiness.’ 

How this remarkable paragraph shows that the ‘ old and 
valued correspondent,’ had requested the editor to preser\'6 
and return the manuscripts of his communications ; and 
apparently to select and to send him some numbers of 
the ‘Public Advertiser’ in which his letters had ap- 
peared ; and farther, that at this time his correspondent 
(if Francis) was leaving London for a time ; and the para- 
graph acknowledges an offer of such coirespondent to 
send the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ occasional communications, 
notwithstanding his temporary absence. The letter of 
One of the People, published on July 11, is a curious 
and ingenious column, similar also to the letter in the 
same journal which a year before had produced the 
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return by the Duke of Diclinioncl. of Francis s manuscript 
on Portugal. One of the People says that all writers 
are impelled either by the love of fame or profit, but 
that they cannot please their readers without in a degree 
considting the public appetite and taste. The writer 
then desmbes himself as ‘ not of sufficient dignity to be 
ranked in any class of literati,’ and as ‘ more a man of 
the world than the closet.’ He ends his letter by the 
intimation that probably few of Woodfall’s correspon- 
dents keep copies of all their lettei’S to the ‘ Public Ad- 
vertiser,’ ironically intimating, that he still hoped for the 
return of his own manuscripts. A few days afterwards 
appeared a short anti-ministerial letter, under the signa- 
ture of Mindful, merely in answer to the laudation of the 
government, in a letter signed Attention} Woodfall 
recognises his old friend Mindful by the following notice 
to him in the same day’s paper : — 

An old correspondent -will see we have paid dne attention to the 
paragraph he sent ns ; and we take this opportunity of expressing 
our wish of hearing from him more frequently, as his favours were 
ever well received hy the public, and did credit to our paper. Wo 
mean to be tuiderstood when it may suit his convenience or incli- 
nation. 

Francis had thus evidently apprised Woodfall of an 
intended absence from London. A correspondence be- 
tween Francis and his friend Gravier, mid-Jidy, Gravier 
being then in Geneva, had fixed a meeting either in Paris 
the third week of that month, or at Lisle on August 4. 
Francis could not leave early enough for his Paris 
project, but a letter to Ms brother-in-law, Alexander 
Mackrabie, addressed PMladelpMa U.S., whither, as we 
shall see, Mackrabie was going, of the date of the 4th, 
says : ‘ Tliis day I set out for Lisle to meet Gravier, and 


^ ^PuTblic Advertiser/ July 16; 1767. 
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make tlie tour of Holland and Flanders ; the post chaise is 
■waiting at the door.’ The War Office letter books and 
papers show no handwriting of Francis after the 3rd. 
This also corresponds with the date of his folloAving lirst 
letter to Mrs. Francis : — 

Airf*, August 6, 1767. 

My dearest Betsy, — This place is midway between Calais iiiul 
Lisle. We arrived here this evening sale and sound ])etwcen eight 
and nine. I write from hence a few lines beenaso if I were to defer 
it till my arrival at Lisle it would make a difference of sevei'al 
days. All I can tell you at present is that our journey and voyage 
has hitherto boon favourable. Inform Mrs. Langtlale that I saw her 
son this evening and delivered my commission ; lie is well and in 
good spirits. 

My good girl, do you take care to keep up yours ? I am most 
excessively tired and so must conclude, 

Yours, yours in truth, 

P. F. 


His second letter to his wife was fi’oin Brussels : — 

Brussels, August 11, 1767. 

We arrived here last night perfectly weif though not a little 
fatigued. This is the best news, and all tliat I uni able to send 
you yet. We left my father at Lisle veiy much out of order; but 
we expect Mm here to-night. The roads are all paved, which I 
promise you is the most detestable circumstance in tlie world to a 
head naturally inclined to ache. We are vastly well lodgedliere, and 
intend staying all the week, but I see no likelihood of our going into 
Holland. 

I lay at Ghent last Sunday night, and stayed there the gi'eatost 
part of yesterday. Tell Mrs, LangdaJe that I su-w lier daughters 
and delivered her letter ; they are pei’fectly well and I think sur- 
prisingly improved, Gravier is now sitting by to have Ms haii* drest, 
in order to ascend a superb coach. 

I have nothing to add but what you know, that I am yours most 
truly and affectionately. 

Make my compliments to all Mends, and kiss my sweet children. 

Yours, yours, 

P. Fil 

1 wt‘ote to you from a place called Aire in Plunders. 


T O 
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He was then on his way home, but there is no record 
of the exact day of his return. By the War Office docu- 
ments, his absence would appear to have been barely 
three weeks. In the interim of his absence no letters 
bearing any of his old signatures nor any communications 
in his style appeared in the ‘ Public Advertiser,’ the journal 
in the interregnum being particularly dull. But on Aug. 25 
appeared a short spicy letter (unacknowledged but ac- 
corded the first place in the day’s correspondence) under 
the signature of A Faithful Monitor. Further, the internal 
evidence of the authorship is curious. The Faithful Moni- 
tor unconsciously betrays Francis’s recent absence abroad 
in his first sentence of address to the printer : ‘ Sir — I have 
been some time in the country, which has prevented your 
sooner hearing from me. I find you and your brother 
printers have got greatly into a sort of knack of stuffing 
your papers with flummery upon two certain brothers,^ 
who are labouring in vain, endeavouring to force them- 
selves out of the world’s contempt. I have great good will 
to you, and hope you are weU paid for this sort of non- 
sense, as indeed you ought to be, for it certainly disgraces 
your paper.’ The letter is dated from St. James’s Coffee 
House. It quotes the Latin sentence before used in the 
Candor pamphlets : — 

Non tali auxilio, nec defensoribus istis 

Tempus eget. 

The writer also uses a. French expression, advising the 
editor to ‘ give up the noble pair as mfans per dus' The 
Irish people are characterised in the peculiar terms in 
which an Irishman would describe them, as ‘the brave Irish 
whose hasty tempers, or whose blunders, may sometimes 
lead them into a quarrel, but whose swords always carry 

^ Lord Townsend and Charles Townsend j the former then Lord-Lieute- 
nant of Ireland, the latter Chancellor of the Excheq^uer* 
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them through it.’ He describes the governmeut as ‘ a 
locum tenens administration,’ and the Townsends as weak 
props which will not enable the Duke of Grafton to stand, 
‘ after throwing down his idol Pitt, at whose false altar he 
had before saciificed his friends.’ Conway he treats with 
less severity, lamenting over his inconsistency, as fore- 
going for Grafton ‘ the connections of his youth and the 
friends of his best and ripest judgment.’ Lord Towns- 
end had served in the expeditious to the French coast, 
and the Faithful Monitor says : ‘ I am not a stranger 
to this par nobile fratrum. I have served under the 
one, and have been forty times promised to be nerved 
by the other.’ Thus incidental^, perhaps unwittingly, 
the writer denotes himself as an inferior member of the 
public service, one aspiring to higher office ; and, specially, 
again he states that he is an unpaid contributor to the 
‘ Public Advertiser.’ 

Lord Townsend could have no right to complain of 
such political attacks, as his own happy caricature draw- 
ings (numbers of them engraved and published) against 
his opponents were eqirally personal and severe; and 
his ‘ Castle Writers ’ in Dublin, paid out of the public 
purse, were violent and libellous beyond all comparison 
with the opposition press. 

As one illustration of the ill-government of Ireland 
during these ^andalous cabals of the English aristocracy 
and the court, it is not inappropriate to record that 
from the accession of George HI. to this period, there 
had been seven Lords-Lieutenant of the sister island: 
the Duke of Bedford, Earl of Hahfax, the Earl of Nor- 
thumberland, Viscount Weymouth, the Earl of Hertford, 
the Earl of Bristol, and Viscount Townsend. The five 
last noblemen successively held the Lord-Lieutenancy 
within httle more than the space of a single year, from 
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the middle of May 1765 to the latter end of July 1766. 
The Insh viceregeucy had been usually held for the 
term of three years, and was sometimes enjoyed for six 
years. Eadi new Lord-Lieutenant received a douceur of 
3,000f. on his arrival in Dublin from the Irish treasury, 
as an ‘ outfit.’ 

A fulsome eulogy of Lord Townsend having appeared 
as a paragraph in other London papers, lauding his lord- 
ship as an able statesman, a good soldier and orator, an 
excellent writer, a tried patriot, and an honest man, pro- 
duced a second letter to the ‘ Public Advei'tiser,’ of 
August 28, dated also from St. James’s Coffee House, 
in reply, under the varied signature No Ghost. The iden- 
tity of the writer cannot be reasonably doubted. No 
Ghost admits that Lord Townsend as an orator excelled 
Demosthenes, revives the old scandal of Lord Townsend’s 
incapacity at the storming of the citadel of Quebec, ‘ a 
building so elevated that Trajan’s pillar was a ninepin to 
it,’ his patriotism as well-known as the family insincerity, 
&c. No Ghost adds a postscript, that he himself, ‘ as a 
stranger to Ireland,’ could not presume to anticipate tlie 
estimation of the new Lord-Lieutenant across the Irish 
Channel, but that probably Lord Townsend would be well 
received for his attachment to the Scotch Lord Bute, and 
wordd be undoubtedly welcomed on his landing by every 
Irish patriot and every enemy of general warrants. No 
Ghost was clearly written in support of the Faithful 
Monitor ; both writers are the shadows of Francis on dif- 
ferent days and times. The same ready writer was probably 
also the author of a lampoon ridiculing complaints against 
anonymous writers, contained in a long letter in the ‘ Publk* 
Advertiser’ of September 3, signed A Constant Corre- 
spondent. The receipt and publication of the latter letter 
WoodfaH acknowledged the day before as ‘ a constant cor- 
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respondent's favour in our next.’ It is placed first as usual. 
The Constant Correspondent ironically confes.ses in a 
postscript that he has written 41 3 letters during the last 
sovereign’s short i-eigu against Lord Bute ; 287 against 

Chatham; 6 score agaiirstLord H ; 1(13 score and odd 

against George Grenville; 70 against the Duke of Bedford : 
83 against the Duke of Newcastle ; 88 against the hlanpiis 

of Bockinghani ; 1 against the Eight lion. jVtr. D ; 

110 against the Duke of Grafton and the Eight Tlon. 
General Conway; above 2,000 against the ScoUh, ‘ and 
none against the Earl of Temple, h)r which I humbly beg 
his lordship’s pardon.’ These, he says, were inde])eiKlent 
of innumerable squibs, epigram.s, pro})hecies, paraginphs of 
neivs and intelligences extraordinary, ‘ general warranG.' 
(S:c. He then satirically enumerates his various i)reten(h‘d 
siguatiu'es, giving the names of the jn'incipal miniNlei'ial 
anonymous writers: ‘ Modestus, ri-(hms, Verus, .\lgernon 
Sydney, Eussell, Iinpaitial, and a hundred Antis.’ The 
common origin oi' i\w J-i’aithf id Monitor, Xo (ihoxt, and (he 
Constant Correspondent was also ])oiuted <nit by a minis- 
terial writer in the ‘Public AdvertLse.r ’ of September 0, 
signing himself Philo- Veritatis. 

After the lapse of a fortnight, and the intervening inser- 
tion of several letters in defence of the brothers Townsend, 
their untiring opponent renewed his assaults, on 8eptem- 
ber 16, under the new signature of Corregio, Woodfull 
identifies the writer in the same paper, as follows: ‘Our 
correspondent C. will observe that we have obeyed his 
directions in every pai-ticular, and we shall always j)ay 
theutinost attention to whatever comes from his inas((.>rh* 
pen.’ The signature Corregio wt)uld signify the contra.-! 
of that name with Lord Towmscnd’s as a caricaturist. 
He suggests that the Townsend scribblers of the pn’s.s 
should sit to his lorcbhip for their portraits. Lonl 
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Xorthington, the es-cliaiiccllor, is attacked for his "vve]!- 
kiiown inopportune justification, of the dispensing Privy 
Council order prohibiting the export of corn. Lord 
Shelburne is satirised, as wearing a countenance ‘ sullicient’ 
in a single line of his face ‘ to give us the heir apparent of 
Loyola and all the College.’ Lord Bute and the Princess 
of Wales by innuendo occupy prominent figures on the 
canvass of Corregio. For the first time the Secretary at 
War, Lord Barrington, is introduced by Francis, but only 
leniently treated, with the Comraander-in-Ciiief the Marquis 
of Granby, as two members of the administration ‘ seeming 
to pull at two ends of a rope.’ Chatham is lampooned as ‘ a 
lunatic brandishing a crutch,’ or ‘ bawling tlirough a gate,’ 
or ‘writing with desperate charcoM a letter to Nortli 
America.’^ Scotch clerks and Scotch secretaries are satir- 
ised ; and Lord Townsend, on the throne of Dublin Castle, 
is in person and manners portrayed as an object of 
ridicule in Ireland, ‘ if in the midst of their distresses they 
can laugh at the perfect caricature of a king.’ Sir 
Gilbert Elliot was at this time Irish Secretary, and he is 
wittily designated as a ‘Scotch secretary teaching tlie 
Irish people the true pronunciation of the English language.’ 
The worst jobs of the ministry had been the appointment 
of two joint paymasters. Sir G. Cooke and Mi'. T. Towns- 
end ; one of whom Corregio depictures as having ‘ a 
paper stuck upon the globe of his eye, and a label out of 
his mouth, A’c, sir^ I am of Mother side, sir.'' Now really 
many of Francis’s coarser satires were simply the use of 
popular political slang of the day, or overcharged pictures 

^ Lotd Chatham himself raised this simile. In a speech he had smd : 

‘ You talh, my lords, of conquering America — of your numerous friends, to 
annihilate the Congress — and your powerful forces to disperse her army. I 
might as well talk of dnvwg them before me with this crutch J Boyd, in liis 
description of OHatham^s eloquence and use of familiar examples, observes, 

^ So that in his hand even the crutch became a weapon of oratory/ 



1767] ATTACKS ON THE MINISTRY, 153 

of a prose caricaturist. It was onlj’ a payment of Townsend 
in his own coin. In the same style, Hogartli caricatured 
Wilkes, and Churchill wrote his epistles ; in retalia* 
tion for which Hogaith caricaturcd Churchill under the 
form of a canonical bear, with a club and a pot of 
beer. If any reader will visit the British Museum col- 
lection of prints, and inspect the capital books of Lord 
Townsend’s own amateur ctmicatures, he will discriminate 
between niodein personal political libels and the burlesques 
of the party writers of these former daj’s. 6brr('y/c’.s- 
object was fo break up the Chatham ministry, not princi- 
pally to single out and insult Lord Chatham. 

But die new name of Cort'egio did not, at the time of 
publication, impose on his press opponents. They raised 
the vizor, and discovered the Faithful itonitor and Xo 
Ghost under masks changed by one and the same person. 
Philo- Veritatis in the ‘ Public xidvertiser ’ of li^eptinnber 29, 
opens fire on the clever masquerader : ‘ Oh ! oh ! Mr. Cor- 
regio, why you have changed your gi’ound as well as 
your name ; that artifice won’t do ; III pursue you Mr. Xo 
Ghost till I reduce you to a shadow. Why your stile 
is as easily distinguished as the devil is known by his 
cloven foot.’ Still no opponent succeeded in discovering 
Francis’s personal identity, and throughout his numerous 
political controversies there does not occur even a guess 
at the real name of a writer whose skdl and power all ac- 
knowledged, and who single handed fought with legions. 
Corregio did not repeat his signature, changing it to that 
of Moderator} 

> Corregio, as originally published in the < Public Advertisor,’ contained two 
reprehensible loose paragraphs. These were omitted in a collection of miscel- 
laneous letters published by Mr. Woodfairs son in 1812 j and they were very 
properly omitted in all subsequent editions. One of the objectionable jignres 
is quoted by Corregiotmra. Aretino. Now Francis's Hbrary contained .scwcral 
editions of the works of the loose Venetian Anacreon, the possession of few 
English political writers of that time. 
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No Ghost having been again attacked by Philo- Teritatis 
on Oct. 6, appeared, as in his metamorphosis to Coiret/io 
in another new character — that of a pretended third per- 
son as um})ire. Moderator’s letter is a witty review of 
the correspondence between No Ghost and Philo-Veritatis.^ 
It was unquestionably by Francis, as five years afterwards 
he used part of the letter as a note to an edition of some 
of his after productions. But besides that fact. Moderator 
displayed his familiarity with all the officers of the Civil 
Service, and insinuated that Philo- Yeritatis was one of the 
staff of Lord Townsend, and that his lordship’s champion 
would doubtless be soon rewarded for his officiousness 
‘ with one of those pensions’ which the new Lord-Lieu- 
tenant ‘ will multiply on the Irish establishment.’ 

A fortnight aftenvards the chameleon satirist produced 
his cleverest and most effective burlesque of the miserable 
cabinet and its new Irish Viceroy. Though unsigned, 
its authorship was avowedly from the well-known pen 
of C. On October 21, Woodfall promised its publication 
under the notices to correspondents as follows : — 

The Geahd Council 07i the affairs of Irelaml after eleven acljo 7 irii- 
'^nents, is com© to hand and shall have a place in our next. Our 
friend and correspondent, 0., will always find the utmost attention 
paid to his favours. 

Accordingly, on tlie following day, the article a])peared, 
occupying two columns. It was a pohtical farce or in- 
terlude, the chief ministers of ^tate being the dramatis 

^ The next probable, though not certain, appearance of our Ghost was pre- 
ceded by Woodfall’s notice in the ^ Public Advertiser ^ of October 2 ^ We are 
obhged to our did and constant con’espondent for intelligence extraordinary 
from Fmdum RigfjidoSf which shall be inserted in to-morrow’s paper The 
article, a series of burlesque, and some ^ loose ’ though witty paragraphs of 
pretended news, accordingly appeared in the next day’s ^Public Advertiser/ 
The object of the entire communication was the ridicule of the ministry in a 
strain of satire and fun appreciable by the more vulgar class of newspaper 
readers. Part of the art of Prancia was to appeal to all classes, and he knew 
that numbers constituted ^ Public Opinion/ 
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personcB. No satire of Swift, Pope, or Churchill, had a 
greater run or ‘ success,’ notwithstanding its ephemeral 
nature. It was not only copied into almost all the Lon- 
don and provincial journals of the day, but reprinted in 
the magazines ; and it found a permanent place in 
Almon’s ‘ Political Eegister.’ ^ 

The plot is a supposed cabinet discussion at Lord 
Shelburne’s house in Hill Street, London, between Lord 
Northington, President of the Council ; Lord Camden, 
chancellor ; Mr. Conway and Lord Shelburne, the Nor- 
thern and Southern Secretaries ; and Lord Townsend, Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland ; the Duke of Grafton, Pirst Lord of 
the Treasury, being absent, ‘ detained by a hurry of busi- 
ness at Newmarket.’ Now all the reasons (besides the 
private use to Woodfall of his initial C.) for fixing Francis 
with the authorship of the past letters of a Faithfnl Moni- 
tor, Corregio, and Moderator, apply with couceutrated 
force in proof of his being also the writer of the ‘ Grand 
Council.’ The above preGous letters, and Anti-Sejanus 
Jun. are all from the same mould. The persons satirised ; 
the caricature of Lord Townsend ; the introduction of 
‘ our sovereign Laird the Earl of Bute ; ’ the reflections on 
Lord Northington’s coarseness and peculiaiities ; on Lord 

^ Almon’s ^Political Eegister/ 1767, vol. 1. p. SG4» In tlm same toL, p. 
359, is publislxed a letter referring to this newspaper controversy, dated from 
Dublin, October 7 j warning the Irish people against placing fkith in Lord 
Townsend’s professions. The article was probably from the pen of Francis. 
It cites Lord StrafPord’s letter to a British Minister, advising the latter that 
if he would carry any new or extraordinary point he must send over a neiv 
Lord-Lieutenant j for to such the Irish are ever ready to pay the most 
servile reverence and submission. Francis frequently quoted from ‘ Straf- 
ford’s State Papers,’ and possessed a copy of the 2nd voL folio ed. of 1730. 
Almon prefixes to his transfer of the ^ Grand Council’ into Ins Political 
Eegister the heading, * The following paper we do nut give to the public as 
an original. It is taken from the Public Advertiser; ” it being a part of 
our plan to register whatever, with submission to the public judgment, we 
apprehend to be too valuable or entertaining to he doomed to oblivion, indis- 
criminately with the fugitive pieces of the day.’ The Dublin letter pre- 
cedes the Grand Council article. 
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Camden’s inconsistency ; on Lord Holland, and the tender 
treatment of that nobleman the contempt for the youth- 
ful horse-racing Duke of Grafton ; the writer’s intimate 
acquaintance with Ireland, his native land; his satire 
on Lord George Sackville, and his Portuguese associations 
as to the Jesuit order — all denote Prancis as the author of 
the lampoon. Moreover, his singular and long-continued 
fault in composition, in the excessive use and alliteration of 
the preposition to, abounds throughout the ‘ Grand Coun- 
cil ’ article. 

Of course much of the ‘ point ’ of this political prose 
satire after the lapse of a century has vanished, and som^* 
of the finer touches and allusions are now obscure ; but, 
notwithstanding the exaggerations of a caricature, its per- 
manent value consists in the general truth and spirit of its 
portraits of six principal public men of the time drawn by 
a master hand. It is curious that there is no allusion to 
Lord Chatham ; and that the Duke of Grafton, after being 
noted as absent at Newmarket, is left alone. Probably 
this truce with the two principal heads of the ministry 
was in order to show more prominently the lower stature 
of the secondary members. 

This hard anti-ministerial blow has always been sup- 
posed to have been countered by a ministerial parody on 
tlie ‘ Grand Council ’ in the same newspaper six days 
afterwards. But a critical examination of the rejoinder 
fixes it much more probably as the continued satire of 
the same writer. It was certainly one of the arts of Fran- 
cis sometimes to answer fictitiously his own letters, by 

^ Lord Shelburne, satirised for Ms insmeerity at Malagrida, is made to 
say : ^ My Lord Holland, who certainly had some reason to know me, has 
done me the honour to say that I was horn a Jesuit, and that if all the good 
qualities wMch make the Society of Jesus respectable were banished fVom 
idle rest of the earth they would still find room enough in the bosom of 
MahgridaJ 
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which device he not only rephed to weak arguments but 
secured the last word. 

On October 27, Woodfall, in the address to correspon- 
dents, has the following notice : — 

What DTD pass at a Grand Council in Hill Street on tke 7tli of 
October should, if its extraordinary length, would permit, have ap- 
peared this day as desired. It shall certainly be inserted in our 
next. 

The editor displays the same prompt attention to his 
old correspondent ; and the second satire, given the first 
place in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of the following day, is 
almost palpably the twin of the ‘ Grand Council ’ of the pre- 
vious week. An examination of the second entire article 
will satisfy any reader that it was not really written in 
defence of the administration, though pretendedly a vin- 
dication.^ The twofold object appears to have been to 
insinuate that Edmund Burke was the author of the 
‘ Grand Council ’ (as a false scent) ; and to represent the 
Eockingham party as anxious to join the Chatham ministiy, 
but as too contemptible for such a coalition. Francis at 
this time had no personal acquaintance with Burke, and 
viewed him only in the light of a political adventurer and 
paid pamphleteer ; and Burke had then made no figure 
in the House of Commons. Francis better preserved his 
incog, by giving the credit of his first article to the author 
of the ‘ Sublime and Beautiful,’ and the second satire also 
enabled him to launch a third. Accordingly a third 
article, unacknowledged by Woodfall and unsigned by the 
writer, appeared in the ‘Public Advertiser’ of the 31 st. 
In this letter, an answer to the second, he of course affects 
to reply to a different person than himself. 

The next communication is heralded by the follow- 


* In five sentences of fifteen lines the preposition to is used nine tames, 
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ing notice to C. in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of ITovember 
30 

C.’s favour is come to hand, and we think our paper much 
honoured by his coiTespondence. He may be assured we shall take 
every possible means to deserve a continuance of it. 

But after a day’s consideration of the article, the editor 
appears to have feared the libellous character of some 
part, and on December 1 inserted a second notice to the 
author : — 

We most heartily wish to oblige our valuable correspondent C. ; 
but his last favour is of so delicate a nature that we dare not insert it 
unless we are permitted to make such changes in certain expressions 
as may take off the immediate offence, without hurting the meaning. 

After four days’ interval, owing probably to the editor 
awaiting C.’s permission to make the proposed altei’ations 
or to return the manuscript for C.’s own correction, the 
paper appeared announced as ajeu d' esprit. 

This article was the report of a real or pretended speech 
in the House of Commons on the opening of Parliament, 
and the discussion of the King’s speech in November of 
this year ; but the reporter or writer did not indicate the 
member into wliose mouth the speech was put. It Avas 
prefaced by a note to the editor, in which the speech is de- 
scribed as ‘ a mere jeu d’esprit ’ spoken at a meeting of a 
political club, and as an entertainment for the readers of 
the ‘ Public Advertiser.’ As such it v^ould have passed, 
and as one of the assarrlts of C. on the ministry ; but some 
curious circumstances have created a mystery not fully 
explained. The article as appears by asterisks, by omission 
of passages, and by the evident alteration of some para- 
graphs, had been clearly corrected either by Woodfall or by 
the author. It afterwards appeared in the ‘ Gentleman’s 
Magazine ’ of the following month, the prefatory matter 
altered into the title ‘ A Eemarkable Speech at the opening 
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of a late S n and witli the omission of all club and 

mock parliamentary terms. This liberty the editor of the 
latter periodical ivould hardly take ; and the variations 
were probably made by or with the privity of the writer. 
But however the fact, the speech again ajipeared in 1772 
in Almon’s ‘Political Eegister.’ At that period the 
debates in Parliament were more fully reported (their 
publicity having been then conceded) and the names of 
the speakers were fully given. Almon’s republication of 
the Burke speech contained the passages omitted in 
WoodfaU’s original publication of the jeud' esprit.' This 
completed reprint must have come from C. or from the 
speaker ; but, curiously, the speech for the first time is given 
as Mr. Burke’s ; and, to complete the puzzle, it has since 
been adopted as Burke’s first reported speech ; and so it 
has continued to appear in all editions of his speeches aiid 
in ‘Hansard’s Parliamentaiy Debates.’ It is, however, 
doubtful whether it was delivered by him. Certainly it 
is not in his usual style ; and if substantially spoken by 
him it must, fi-om Francis’s style, have been reported by 
Francis and from memoiy. Francis frequently attended 
the debates in both houses, and was several times present 
on the deliveiy of royal speeches, opening sessions of 
Parliament. The speech in question was a commentary on 
the royal speech of November. Thajeu d’ esprit haimys 
its origin. It contains several peculiar phraseologies of 
Francis, and in its 11 octavo pages the repetition of to 
occurs seventy-six times ! But an omission in Almon’s 
report of a passage originally published in the ‘Public Ad- 
vertiser ’ is remarkable as fixing the authorship. The 
entire paragraph is as follows, and it afibrds an example 
of the preposition so profusely used by 0. : — 

But I am a little incliued to suspect, and indeed it is an opinion 
too generally received, that this appearance of good understanding 
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with OTir neighbours deserves the name of stagnation rather than 
tranquillitj ; that it is owing not so much to the success of our 
negotiations abroad, as to the absolute and entire suspension of thorn 
for a very considerable time. Consuls, envoys, and ambassadors, it 
is true, have been regularly appointed, but, instead of repairing to 
their stations, have, in the most scandalous manner, loitered at 
home ; as if they had either no business to do, or were afraid of 
exposing themselves io the resentment or derision of the court, to 
which they were destined. Thus have all our negotiations with 
Portugal been conducted, and thus have they been dropped. Thus 
hath the Manilla Ransom, that once favourite theme, that perpetual 
echo with some gentlemen, been consigned to oblivion. 

Almon’s report omits the words ‘ with Portugal' Who 
but Francis himself would have made such an omission ? 
The King’s speech, supposed to have been answered by 
Burke, had made no allusion to Portugal. It has been 
seen that that was Francis’s special subject ; and probably 
he on second thoughts erased words which might point to 
the authorship of his jeu d esprit. Almon’s edition of the 
Parliamentary Debates, with the omission, was published 
in 1792, Almon’s life of Lord Chatham and anecdotes 
were published in the same year as the debates, and 
Francis contributed portions of the biography.^ Nor is 
this fact the only corroboration of the identity of Y. Z. 
and Francis. His own collection of pamphlets contained 
copies of Sir William Draper’s Manilla Eansom publica- 
tions ; and Francis’s folio manuscript volumes contain 
copies of Draper’s manuscript letters from 1762 to the 
government, claiming redress for himself and the anny he 
commanded when Manilla was captured but restored to 
Spain, on the undertaking of that nation to pay a stipulated 
ransom, never discharged, but released by our then in- 
glorious diplomacy. It would be superfluous to add more 

fomois’s copy of Almon’s ‘ Life of Cbath,am ’ was sold at the sale of his 
lihraiy in 1838. This copy contained a manuscript note in his own hand, 
pointing the parts written by himself. 



17C7] WAR OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE. 101 

ill proof of the identity of Francis and the author of tliis 
particular article in the ‘ Pubhc Advertiser,’ whether Fi-an- 
cis partly reported a true speech of Burke or the whole 
ivas only aym d’ esprit. 

On the 18 th December the ‘Public Advertiser ’ annomiced 
au unsigned letter, in a notice that ‘ C.’s favour is come 
to hand.’ Accordingly, there is no mistaking the same 
authorship of a vehement bitter attack on Lord Chatham, 
in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of the 19th, as the origin of the 
eaiiy disputes with our American colonies. It attributed 
the evil to his lordship’s early denial of the mother country’s 
right to tax them, and vouchsafed a corresponding eulogy to 
the policy of Mr. G. Grenville. The writer, in withering 
remarks, shows that the repeal of the Stamp Act with the 
imposition of other taxes by the Chatham administration 
naturally occasioned the subsequent association in Boston, 
Massachusetts, against the import or consumption of British 
goods. Francis was thoroughly acquainted with all the 
details of this Transatlantic combination. Our military 
commanders in the Transatlantic states at that period regu- 
larly forwarded their des})atches to the War Office. Almost 
all these despatches are endorsed in Francis’s hand, as 
received on the several days on which each despatch 
reached the War Office. Lord Barrington’s answers also ai'e 
extant, drafted by Francis. The Boston combination was 
early and particularly detailed by the military governor. 
Nevertheless Francis cannot be charged with more than 
his own independent commentaries on public events, as 
in no instance had he divulged any office confidence.^ 
There is not the most distant allusion, in his cotemporaneous 

^ For years these War Office Taluable papers have remamed unexamined 
and unused by the historians of both countries, though they cast much light 
on our colonial history during Francis’s clerkship in the War Office. 

tOK L M 
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newspaper contribiitions, to any of the parlieular details 
in the War Office despatclu’s. Hut tlu‘ newsol ilie Hostoii 
combination had evidently fired the mind of J'raueis, and 
induced an outburst of passionati* declamation against tlic 
ministry for its vacillating policy; urging the home go- 
vernment to act with prompt deidsion, and to corn'ce the 
colonies into obedience; and if tin* existing laws were 
insufficient, by new legislation to obtain fresh powers; 
otherwise he predicted tlunr early and successful revolt. 
Francis held high notions of Uu' r'Kjht of the mother 
country to tax the colonies. Ih’ was wrong in his 
prescribed remedy of coercion, but rigid in condemning the 
indecisive and vac-illaling course of the ministry; ancl his 
sagacity foresaw the consequmict's in an early separation. 
He lived, however, to make in rarli.ameid. years after- 
wards, an honourable recantation of his earlier opinions 
on the great American question. 

The following letter of Francis to liis brother-in-law, 
Alexander Mackrabie, singularly proves by its contents 
that all the subject matters of his lu'ws and imchwures to ■ 
Woodfall of the day before were pemu'd to that relative, 
wlio, as we sliall presently se(>, hud sailed for the other 
side of the Atlantic : — 


War OiTHNs IVcMiibor 5, 1767. 

Bear Brother,-— As long na it. rcnmiinHl unrertuin whether you 
were floating upon the miiface, or lying flat on yonr back at the 
bottom of the sea, I thought it in vain to eoniinuo writing to yon. 
But now that I understand by yonr lirKi hdter from F^hihidclphia, 
that you are man in we as well us in you hIkiII And me as 

regular in my correspondence as the ‘Monthly Ittwlow,' and perhaps 
as Ml of matter. The hotter you nn»ntion to luux" written from iho 
Madeiras never came to hand I nhonld think your landing there 
must have been a very agreeable circumHtuiUHb both as a relief from 
the sea, and a prospect of jtew You ought to have told me 

in what manner you wore received hy my unknown coiisinK, of whom 
I understand there is a ploutiful crop at the place wiicro you find 
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yourself. Are tliey civil to you, and do you spend your time 
agreeably ? Tench Francis tells me that the principal house with 
which you had business to transact has stopped payment, and that 
j)robably your return will be sooner than you expected. Yet I 
could msh you, and I daresay you would find it in every respect more 
eligible, to stay abroad for a few years, if anything material or any 
useful plan were to offer. Everything here is almost in the same 
state in which you left it. I take for granted that your letters 
from Fulham will give you a copious account of everything that 
relates to the family there. I have not given them any hint of your 
having left twenty pounds in my hands ; nor do I intend, untill it 
may be absolutely neccssaiy. For myself I think I have done as 
much as could be expected from me, in allowing them twenty 
pounds a year ; at least I am sui'e it is as much as I could afiord. 
Mr. Chandler promises the same annuity, yet I do not see how it will 
be possible for them to subsist upon less than a hundred pounds a 
year after their house-rent is paid, and I do not see much chance of 
their getting such an annuity. 

I have sent you a ‘ Court Calendar ’ for 1768; it is committed to the 
care of Mr. Dodd, who has promised to put it on board some .... 

[Two pages cut out.] 

.... Genei’al Gage’s secretary and factotum, and -will I daresay 
be very ready to introduce you in the best manner to Mr. Guge, 
when your affairs shall call you to New York, I did not see Sir 
Jeffery Amherst’s letter to Gage, but I take for granted it was a 
handsome one. I shall leave all chitchat to your sister, who is 
indicting a long letter of that sort to you. 

We are in houi-ly expectation of some farther alterations in the 
ministry, by introducing some of the opposing parties into place. 
We are just informed of a very extmordinary combination entered 
into at Boston by all the principal inhabitants, not to use any one 
article of English gTOwth or manufacture : such are fmits of our in- 
dulgence. Bnt as to yoih, sir, I insist upon it that you neither make 
youjL'self a party man nor politician. 

My father has had the misfortune of a stroke of the palsy, which 
seized him all over about a fortnight ago at Bath : he is now pretty 
well recovered. I am going to Bath in bhe course of next week to 
spend the Christmas holidays. Mrs. Chandler I suppose is now at 
the summit of her wishes, for Mr. Chandler has bought a house 
in Bruton Street, Berkeley Square. When he has made the altera- 
tions he intends in it, it will really be fit for a nobleman. 

M 2 
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Governor Hamilton 1 suppose is as hot as ginger and pepper, 
since a -woman of forty or iifty can set him on lire. 

Hew, my dear follow, I think I have nothing more to add, but 
my warmest wishes for your happiness and siu*i*ess. 

Adieu, adieu ! 

P, Frvncis. 

Henceforward you may depend upon mj writing to yon hr every 
pacquet, and I -wish you wnmld take every opportunity of letting ns 
Ibiow how you go on. 

The freshest political intenigenee is— that the Earl of Horth- 
ington, Shelburne, and General Conway, arc to go out — Earl 
Gower to bo President of the Ooniun'l — Earl of Sandwich and 
Viscount Weymoutli to bo Secrehiries of State — I\Ir. liigl)3% Secretary 
at War, and Lord Bainington Vice- treasurer of Ireland. Room to 
be made as occasion offers for the Duke of Bedford's frit*nds. 

Don’t quote me for this. 

In this month the headless administration rocked to its 
foundations. Lord Chatham liad eitlier tein})orari]y lost his 
nerves, or from ill humour and disetisc left the helm. The 
vessel of the State was drifting without a pilot. A letter of 
Lord Chesterfield’s of December 19, 1707, from Lath, gives 
a melancholy account of the great earl : ‘ His physician 

Dr. , as I am told, had very ignorantly checked 

a coming fit of the gout, and scattered it about his body. 
It fell particularly on his nerves, so that he continues ex- 
ceedingly vapom-ish, and would neither see nor speak to 
anybody while he was here.’ A miuisterh-d crisis was 
clearly at hand. The press was enlisted by the different 
07it sections of the Whig party, making offerings of al- 
liance. The ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of the 21st published a 
letter, dated from Pall Mall, under the signature of 
Macaroni Whisper. The writer lamented and condemned 
the venomous attacks on Chatham, admitted the weakness 
of ' the men in power, assorting tliat new blood was cer- 
tainly essential to their continuance in office. After re- 
viewing ihe public men in the opposition depdt, Macaroni 
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stated tliat overtures -were pending ; that the ‘ terms ’ of 
‘ a very upright and respectable Marquis were found so 
exorbitant as to be totally inadmissible ; ’ that ‘ as to the 
Stowe faction,’ its leader (Lord Temple) was so devoted to 
his ‘ American hobby horse ’ that ‘ nobody would coalesce 
with him ; ’ and that the only alternative was ‘ the con- 
nection of B1 — ry House ; ^ persons of as great property 
and abilities as the other two parties, but more moderate 
in their demands.’ j\Jacaroni in this answer of hear- 
say is eulogistic of poor Lord Chatham, and says the 
latter letter was a mere ‘ lling at a certain great states- 
man, to whom this country owed more than it can ever 
repay.’ 

This attack on the next day produced in the ‘ Public 
Advertiser,’ of December 22, an answer to Macaroni, 
with a changed signature. Prom that old device and 
from the sarcastic point of the reply, it is almost cer- 
tainly by Prancis. 

The domestic history of Prancis during this year affords 
no particular private incident, except his father’s prema- 
ture decay through the grievous misfortune of a severe 
attack of partial paralysis. A letter from Dr. Prancis 
to the son, of October 20, 1766, had reported him as 
‘ very feeble and languid.’ In the following letter, No- 
vember 22, 1767, the afflicted parent, in an altered and 
broken hand, thus describes Ms sad condition : — 

Bath, Novomher 22, 1767. 

I will if possible scrawl a few lines to tbank my dear PbiL for 
liis very affectionate letter to Sally. The simpleton would write to 
you, but since you well know — struck witli palsy from bead to foot, 
blooded, blistered, packed, purged, with a thousand horrible &cs, I 
believe the malignity of the distemper is past, though not its effects. 


^ Bloomsbury House : the Bedford party. 
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Farewell ! All my wislies to yoiii* wife mul liitlo ones. To Dobson, 
Bruce, Adair, Wade, and Calcrat’t. Faivwell ! 

Yrs. with all aiilMdion, 

r. Fkvxcis. 

Remember poor Molly for me. 

Compliments to Mr, D'Oyley. * 

Bo so good as to send mo half a pound of 16.s\ green tea. 

In a subsequent one, the Doctor wrote more cheerfully 
of himself: — 

Bath, Dfcomlu'r 1, 1707. 

Well then, my dear Phil., I will talk no mt)re of what you call these 
trifling offices of kindness. However, give me leave to thank you 
that I have this morning been two hours abroad in a chair ; that I 
am able to walk creepingly without crutelies, and fhat I threaten 
once more to sec London and Chelsea, Pc or Mr. D’Oyley ! — all my 
best wishes to him. A little fatigued with my morning journey. 
This may bo a fatiguing epistle, but it shall not be a long one. Yet 
indeed I have not head enough to WTite a shorter. Let me only 
thank you for your newspaper. When I was able 1 went to the coffee 
house, for it’s one of our amusomeiits to know what yon good folks 
are doing in the great city. Farewell, and know me to be always 
yours, 

P. Francis. 

I send you Mr. Macro’s letter, though there be no greater matter 
in it, but the very obliging kindness of it. 

It is evident that this calamity of the Doctor had now, 
reconciled the father and son. 

Philip’s brother-in-law, Alexander Mackvabie, in the 
raid-year had left England, for a managing clerkship in a 
British mercantile house in Philadelphia. As an only 
brother of Mrs. Francis, and the closest friend of her 
husband, this separation was severely felt by both the 
families. But they maintained a constant and. highly 
interesting correspondence from both sides of the Atlantic. 
The fortiinate preservation of some of PhOip Francis’s 
letters to Mackrabie will hereafter cast much light on his 
private and political career. The parents of Mackrabie, 
residing at Fulham, were not in affluent circumstances ; 
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but, as we have seen, Francis and his brother-in-law made a 
contribution towards their more comfortable maintenance. 
Fulham also was a pleasant and salubrious suburb of 
London, where on Sundays and ‘ sick days ’ the infants of 
Francis could be received by the maternal grandparents, 
whom Francis and Ms wife also frequently visited on 
Sundays. 

Some letters from D’Oyly (the under Secretary at 
War) to Francis record most affectionate friendship be- 
tween the two. In then.' occasional vacations they were 
never both absent from the office at the same time, but 
always exchanging letters. Neither Lord Barrington nor 
Mr. D’Oyly were very grammatical or ready writers. 
The correspondence of the War Office, as appears by 
the existing drafts of the letters, was chiefly the work of 
Francis. He endorsed in his own hand almost all the 
mass of the public letters and despatches received. The 
letters received wore sometimes, but not commonly, ‘ cor- 
nered ’ by Lord Barrington in brief notes for the substance 
of I'eply ; but Francis’s drafts were hardly ever verbally 
altered by the viscount; and as rarely added to, even by a 
few sentences. Francis’s drafts were penned on folio office 
' paper, in half margin, and with singularly few alterations 
or corrections in the originals. Lord Barrington’s and 
D’Oyly’s chief avocations appear to have been giving au- 
dience to the numerous military and agency gentlemen 
and colonial officers who more or less daily, or on fixed 
periodical times, visited the office. There were reception 
days. In the absence of Lord Barrington and Mr. B’Oyly 
from London, Francis acted as their representative in this 
duty. Thus Francis became intimately personally familiar 
with not only the entire mihtaxy system of the country, 
but with aU the men of military, commissariat, and colonial 
rank, who in their professional avocations frequented the 
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office. The W ar Oilice records also show that Francis often 
managed the matters preliminaiy to courts martial, on 
which the Secretarj’- of War advised with the Crown 
Counsel. Altliougli the Oommissaiy Department was then 
a distinct office, the rooms adjoined, and were connected 
with those of the W'ar Office in Whitehall ; the former, in 
fact, being an adjunct of the latter. All the letters from 
both departments were daily transciibcd into folio and 
indexed copy-books. These of the period, with the ex- 
ception of one volume, are still preserved. The original 
letters and despatches received at the War Office are 
not so completely extant ; but the majority were bound 
in volumes. In the absence of his superiors Fi’ancis 
frequently answered lettera in his own name; and on 
business details of the department, the chief official clerks 
of other public departments occasionally addressed their 
letters to Francis personally. D’Oyly and Francis divided 
between them the War Office business ; and when either 
was absent from London, the particular business of the 
absent clerk was sometimes franked to him for his ex- 
planation, or for his direct reply to letters. At this time 
the official seals were the arms of the individual heads of 
the offices ; and each chief, on his first taking office, had 
tlie privilege of a gratuitous supply to him of duplicate 
engraved seals for the separate use of the principal clerks. 
Thus D’Oyly and Francis each had a seal of Lord Bar- 
rington’s coat of arms. 

Doubtless Francis from his early and constant intimacy 
with Mr. Wood, the business Secretary of the Treasury 
(whose offices were adjacent buildings to the Whitehall 
War and Commissariat Offices), had the means of daily 
intercourse with his old patron. So that few or no 
young pubhc officers could have had more opportunities 
of political information. With Mr. Calcraft, both before 
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and after that gentleman’s change of party, Francis had 
further constant and confidential intercourse. Mr. Cal- 
craft, from 1763 to his death in 1772, maintained personal 
and epistolary communication with Lord Chatham ; and 
Dr. Francis was intimate with the Ilolland and Bute parties. 
Francis therefore was much behind the scenes of all 
the difiereiit parties; and with the advantage of not being 
the partisan of either, or of any particular political 
leader and being unknown as a contributor to the public 
press. 
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CHAPTEE V. 

FKANCis AND THE PRESS — continued. 

[HSx. 28 .] 

Anonymous Letters to Lord Oliatliam, 17C8 — Wilkes’s Election for 
Middlesex — Memnon — Bifrons — Note on the burning of the Jesuit 
Books. 

The new year, 1768, thus opened with the Kings govern- 
ment in a state of chaos, and amid the cabals and intrigues 
of public men in and out of office. hTo minister felt secure 
of his official tenure, and every aspirant to power and rank 
hoped to realise his ambition. Lord Chesterfield, in a 
private letter of December 27, had truly remarked that 
‘ it seemed to be a resolution taken by somebody, that 
ministries are to be annual.’ Almost all the colleagues of 
Lord Chatham behind his back, and in their private 
correspondence with friends, declared against the earl’s 
reticence and his retention of the Privy Seal when he was 
either pretending illness, or really from disease incapable 
of discharging his official duties. Of the deplorable state 
of his health there can, however, be no doubt. Never- 
theless the majority of his cabinet in their letters to 
him and Lady Chatham were fulsome and fawning. The 
third volume of the ‘ Chatham Correspondence ’ contains 
proofs of this insincerity. Lord Shelburne, in a letter 
to Lady Chatham, of December 13, 1767, tells her 
ladyship that his ‘ sincere and only wish is to do what is 
agreeable to Lord Chatham, from not so much a private 
regard as, a thorough conviction that nothing but his 



1708] LETTER TO LORD CIIATILVM. 171 

compass and extent of mind can save this country from 
some great confusion.’ Lord Bristol, Lord Camden, and 
the Duke of Grafton vied with each other in equal pro- 
fessions of personal and party attachment to their nominal 
chief ; but the Duke of Grafton in his letters showed com- 
paratively more independence of mind and self-respect. 
The King and Chatham on their parts emulated each 
other in epistolaiy assurances, interchanging expressions 
of devoted attachment and aflection. 

The young War Office clerk was clearly cognizant of 
all these double dealings and party intrigues, and saw how 
entirely tlie national interests and political principle were 
ignored. If he was not infected by such an atmosphere, 
but remained altogether unmindful of his own private 
interest, he would liave been an angel, not a man. The 
knowledge, however, of such a system of irresponsible 
government and of the vices of the governing class clearly 
excited his contempt and scorn. Certainly, if Fi'ancis had 
held high office he might have rivalled the principal actors 
in these party dramas ; but he was rather a bystander with 
4 youthful and deep interest in politics. He must now be 
introduced as the writer of an anonymous letter to Lord 
Chatham of singular and questionable contents, and the 
explanation or justification of which may occasion much 
criticism and difference of opinion. .The ‘ Chatham Corre- 
spondence ’ first made known the letter, which bore no 
signature or initial.^ 

The sole and palpable object of tliis anonymous com- 
munication, under the guise of respect for Lord Chatham’s 

^ It is printed in tTae ^ Chatham Correspondence,’ yoL iii. p, 302, as ^ Jtinins 
to the Earl of Chatham,’ Jan. 2, 1708. It professes to warn Ms lordship, 
with singular emphasis, against Lord Northington, Conway, Lord Hertford, 
and the Duke of Grafton, and ends : * My lord, the man who presumes to 
give your lordship these hints admires your character without servility, 
and is convinced that, if this country can be saved, it must he saved by Lord 
Chatham’s spirit, by Lord Chatham’s abilities. 
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genius and attacliment to his person, was ‘ without ser- 
vility’ to give the secluded premier notice of the in- 
trigues and negotiations of his colleagues ; the contents 
being specially levelled against the formation of any 
coalition with the Bedford party. ‘ The Bloomsbury 
House Gang,’ so called, was a section detested by Francis. 
The peace negotiated by his grace the young clerk viewed 
as an unnecessary surrender of national conquests ; and 
he believed it was corruptly negotiated. Clearly, the in- 
consistency of the waiter was not in his object, but in his 
terms of admiration of Lord Chatham, so much at variance 
with his recent public attacks upon the earl. Even if there 
could be any doubt of Francis’s authorship of the before 
naentioned letters of Poplicola, Anti-Sejanus Jun., and 
Downright, there were other newspaper letters of Francis 
to the ‘ Public Advertiser,’ immediately preceding those 
three, of almost equal venom against Chatham. It should, 
however, be considered that the above private letter was 
anonymous, with no sinister purpose, and it could have had 
no influence with the minister unless respectfully worded. 
As such, it was penned in terms most hkely to impress 
Chatham, and to effect its political aim. Viewed in the 
light of a ruse, the inconsistency of the writer is excus- 
able, or at least may be thus fairly excused. For the post- 
humous reputation of Francis, however, it would have 
been well that he had never written it, or that it had re- 
mained, as he designed it should, secret in the archives of 
the Pitt family. The writer, however, really placed him- 
self in no false position to Lord Chatham personally or 
individually, remaining unknown to the recipient of the 
letter; while it was not the act of a colleague who 
intrigued against his chief, at the same time pretending 
devotion. 

■ An examination of the original manuscript leaves no 
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doubt of this letter being that of Francis in a feigned 
liand, but more fictitious than the manuscript of the 1764 
Candor letter to Woodfall. The Chatham manuscript is 
written on the same paper as that used in the War Office. 
The feigned writing was doubtless not only used generally 
to conceal the authorship, but because Lord Chatham 
would probably have recollected the bold and character- 
istic natui'al hand of his former assistant amanuensis 
Francis. But as the letter was not the only anonymous 
communication addressed by Francis to the earl, and 
another will follow, the evidence for the identity of the 
handwriting is reserved for a future chapter.^ 

The context of the Chatham letter and its spirit and 
pliraseology denote its origin ; namely, from no principal, 
but as that of an inferior man in office. Its supposed 
revelations to Chatham are hearsay ; the letter containing 
no single fact from primaiy sources of information, and 
the writer having clearly little if any direct personal know- 
ledge of the arcana of the pending intrigues. Further, 
Francis was ignorant of Lord Chatham’s actual designs as 
to the premiership, since the earl himself recommended 
the Duke of Grafton to the King as his successor. 

Substantially Francis told Lord Chatham the tnith and 
nothing but the truth, so far as historical and biographical 
records inform us, and probably nothing which the earl 
was not well aware of ; and with respect to the writer’s 
compliment to Chatham, in the assertion that the country 
could only and must be saved by the sphit and abilities 
of the earl, the apparent insincerity is not so clear as 
imagined. Francis had a high estimate of Lord Chatham’s 
genius and administrative talents. His condemnation of 

^ This intended future chapter Mr. Parkes did not complete. But the 
evidence on the subject (if any doubts are still entertained) is really to be 
found in the fac-similes contained in the pnnted Chatham Correspondence 
itself.— Ebitob. 
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tlie ‘ Great Commoner’s ’ later ministry and inconsistent 
policy was sincere, thongli liis newspaper Avritings had 
too vehemently and coarsely denounced Chatham’s failings 
and later policy. Francis might consistently entertain 
hopes of the recovery of the minister’s health, and of his 
loi-dship’s future services to the liberal cause ; as in truth 
happened after Chatham was in opposition ; and, more- 
over, Francis had the lowest estimate of the abilities and 
integrity of almost all the other public men of the day, 
excepting only George Grenville. Certain it is, that irom 
the end of 17G7 Francis not only ceased to attack Lord 
Chatham, but in his first certain newspaper letter, iii the 
month of February following it will be seen that he Avrote 
respectfully of the carl ; nor from that time forAvard did 
many severe reflections on his lordship’s public or jAiivate 
character or conduct cscajAe his pea. Indeed, Avithm 
tAvo years Chatham was again almost his ‘ idol.’ 

We now come to the series of letters in the ‘ Public 
AdAmrtiser’ during the next tAvelve months of the year, 
Avhieh unmistakeably identify the old correspondent with 
the War Office, and exhibit a progressiA'c development 
of matter, style, and force. Fi-ancis states in another 
letter to Macki’abie, dated from the War Office, Jan. 9, 
that he had been nine days at Bath to see Iris father. 
Accordingly, no letters from him ajjpear in the ‘Public 
Advertiser ’ between December 20, 1767, and January 5, 
1768. 

In 1853 the publication of the Grenville papers first 
made known the following anonymous letter, signed C., 
preserved in the family papers of Stowe, addressed to Mr . 
George Grenville d — 

Sir, — ^Tlie oTaseivations contained in the enclosed paper are 
thrown together and sent to yon upon a supposition that the tax 


* ‘ Grenville Papers/ voL iv. p. 264. 
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tliereiii referred to will make part of the budget. If Lord North 
should have fallen upon any other scheme they will be useless, but if 
the case happens, and they shall appear to have any weight, the 
author is satisfied that no man in this country can make so able a 
use of them or place them in so advantageous a light as Mr. Grenville. 

It is not. Sir, either nocessaiy or proper to make myself known to 
you at present ; hereafter I may perhaps claim that honour. In 
the mean time bo assured that it is a voluntaiy disinterested 
attachment to your person, founded on an esteem for your spirit and 
understanding, which has, and will for ever, engage me in your 
cause. A number of late publications (falsely attributed to men of 
far greater talent) may convince you of my zeal, if not my capacity 
to serve you. The only condition which I presume to make with 
you is that you wiU not only not show these papers to anybody, but 
that you will never mention your having received them. 

C. 

The original of tins letter was endorsed by Mr. Gren- 
ville, ‘ Anonymous, C., with the enclosed paper.’ The 
enclosure was a long memorandum of objections to 
an auction duty tax, which the writer anticipated Lord 
North might bring forward ; but which was not pro- 
posed till 1777. The penmanship of the letter is the 
usual disguised hand of Francis: the signature initial 
C. being the letter of the alphabet used in his com- 
munications with Woodfall. In this letter the writer, as 
has been seen, asserted that he had no personal acquaint- 
ance with the ex-minister ; which was a fact, as Francis 
never had any with Grenville, though known to Lord 
Chatham. This letter to Mr. Grenville was perfectly 
sincere, as Francis invariably entertained for that states- 
man great respect, and always in his political press 
articles lauded his talents and his policy as a financier 
and civil administrator. It is farther remarkable for two 
statements, that the writer was ‘ a voluntarily disinterested’ 
advocate, and that he had written a number of late pub- 
lications falsely attributed to others. 

There next followed an unusual suspension of his public ’ 
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letters during six weeks, when he resumed his pen, ac- 
cording to Woodfall’s acknowledgment on February 15 
that, ‘ an old friend and correspondent’s favour came too 
late for this day’s paper.’* But next day it appeared, 
occupying a column, but bearing no signature or initial. 
Its substance was a protest against the Privy Seal being 
placed in commission for six weeks, and an attack on the 
commissioners named, as men of inferior rank, two of 
them of ‘ Scotch extraction,’ and the third of the low posi- 
tion of recorder of St. Albans. He described the clerical 
Avork of affixing the Privy Seal as too dirty a job even to 
have been imposed on ‘ clerks in office.’ The commission 
was denounced as unconstitutional, and as insulting to 
Lord Chatham. The earl is now comparatively respectfully 
treated, although his retention of the Privy Seal is still 
consistently condemned. The writer expresses his disbelief 
that his lordship, ‘ Avhatever his faults,’ approved the no- 
mination of the particular commissioners appointed by the 
crown to discharge joro tern, the duties of so responsible an 
office. Francis’s authorship of this attack on the ministry 
cannot be doubted : his redundant use of the preposition to 
throughout is more careless than in any previous letter. 
The subdued and qualified comments on Lord Chatham 
personally are also consistent with the kindly tone of the 
anonymous private one to the earl. It will be further 
hereafter shown that this last letter contains the substance 
of passages used by. Francis four years afterwards. The 
letter also was clearly intended to foreshadow succeeding 
communications to the ‘Public Advertiser ’ on the unproper 
use of the Privy Seal in the illegal crown grant of property 

^ < Public Advertiser,’ February 6, 3768.— ‘Several gentlemen who are 
pleased to honour the * Public Advertiser ’ with their correspondence^ but 
who do not ehuse to send their favours by the penny post, have intimated 
to the printer that a box for the reception of letters would be agreeable, 
there is one for that purpose accordingly fixed in the window,^ 
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held by rightful owners to others ; aggravated also by its 
real object being for election gains to the ministiy. Just 
at this time the gross injustice of the well-known transfer 
by Treasury warrant of a crown estate of the Duke of 
Portland to Sir James Lowther, to influence Cumberland 
and Carlisle election contests, had occurred. This was a 
capital anti-ministerial text for Prancis, and he availed 
himself of it most copiously and fiercely. It was the 
opposition platform of the day. 

His first letter on this scandalous ‘ job ’ was under the 
signature oi 2lemiwn, published in the ‘Public Advertiser' 
of the 24th of the same month. The receipt was simply 
acknowledged on the previous day. As usual, it was 
therefore immediately inserted first in the day’s correspon- 
dence. The letter opened with a fine discrimination of 
the qualities of the different races of our islands, describing 
the phlegmatic persistent nature of the English ; ‘ the heat 
of the Welch, the impetuosity of the Iiish, the acrimony 
of the Scotch, and the headlong violence of the Creolians — 
national characteristics very different from that of the 
native genuine English.’ These national portraits, with a 
more mumte sketch of the Englislg are admirably drawn. 
Scraps of similar diagnosis of our national minds and 
temperament had appeared in his former letters, but in 
no other picture had he so happily shown his knowledge 
of the world and human nature. The first Earl of 
Lonsdale, in favour of whom tlie grant was made, having 
married a daughter of Lord Bute, furnished Memnon with 
one of his favourite topics of abuse. The ‘ Favourite ’ did 
it all. The letter throughout has the usual contexture of 
sentences in the abuse of the preposition to. AH the 
articles of Francis had been hitherto remarkable for 
their sparse praise of hving pufilic men, Mr. G-. Grenville 
excepted, and it is therefore noticeable that Memnon in Ms 
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mention of the ‘ Quieting Bill,’ then unsuccessfully proposed 
by Sir George Savillo, describes Saville as one of the ablest, 
most virtuous, and most temperate men in the kingdom.^ 

The second Memnon letter appeared in the ‘Pubhc Adver- 
tiser ’ of March 4, still more bitter, in its comments on the 
conduct of the Treasmy to the Duke of Portland, and 
denouncing the application in his case of an obsolete pre- 
rogative of the Crown. He declares that the existence of 
such Crown power is principally owing to its disuse ; and 
he aptly likens it to ‘ an old piece of cannon I have heard 
of somewhere, of an enormous size, which stood upon a 
ruinous bastion, and which was seldom or never fired for 
fear of bringing down the fortification for whose defence it 
was intended.’ This letter showed an intimate acquaintance 
with all the forms of the Treasury and public offices. It 
also repeats the writer’s accustomed warning against 
illegal precedents ; that if permitted with iippunity, they 
will be repeated. ‘ Suppress them under the shape of 
general warrants or seizure of papers, they will start 
up in the form of dispensing powers, forfeitures of 
charters, violations of public faith, establishments of 
private monopolies, and raising up antiquated titles for 
the Crown.’ By Woodfall’s notice to correspondents on 
that day, it would appear that the editor had erased 
the latter part of Memnon’s letter as painfully severe on 
one minister whom the editor believed ‘ knew nothing of 
the matter.’ With great deference WoodfaH expressed 
the hope that Memnon would excuse the suppression. 
Memnon forcibly argued that if the property of the Duke 
of Portland could be thus wrested from his grace, ‘ an 
office of inquisition is established in the true inquisitorial 

^ Tlie bill for limiting the claims of the Crown on landed estate, after- 
wards enacted in Stat, 9 George III. ch. 16. The terseness of this just 
character of Sarille hy Francis is in curious contrast with the elaborate though 
eloquent one by Burke in his Bristol Address. 
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spirit, and with genuine inquisitorial powers, over all the 
landed power in England.’ He promised a resumption of 
the subject in his nest paper. 

In the meanwhile, true to his habit, and in reply to 
some intervening defences of the Lowther side the question, 
he palpably continued to maintain his argument under 
other signatures. 

On March 10 a letter, under the new signature of 
The Downright Englishman, continues the attack ; almost 
certainly the metamorphosis of Memnon. It traced the 
origin of the prerogative, demonstrating the inapplica- 
bility of the Nullum Tempus doctrine to modern cases ; 
insinuating that the Seals of the Exchequer were then in the 
unscrupulous hands of a minister who, like the young man 
with CjiTus, had two consciences, ‘ one private and one minis- 
terial, neither of which singly bound him to anything.’ 

An opponent in the next day’s ‘Public Advertiser,’ under 
the signature of Anti-Van Teague, took up the glove in 
defence of the Treasury ; contending that the courts of law 
were open to determine a legal question not properly the 
subject of newspaper discussion. This letter replied to 
the Downright Eughshman as Meninon under a different 
name. On the Friday se’nnight doubtless Memnon, under 
his third signature oi Anti-Stuart, answered his antagonist. 
It was a vehement attack on the Duke of Grafton who, as 
the real head of the ministry, was represented as the 
minister responsible for the abuse of the prerogative ; Anti- 
Stuart, ringing a change on the Cyrus simile, likened 
Lord North ‘ to the great demigods of antiquity, who had 
also two dbaracters.’ The new name Anti-Stuart was of 
course a counter signature to Anti-Van Teague, and as 
that name further conveyed the convenient impression 
that Lord Bute was also the mainspring of the Grafton 
ministry. 
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Durino- March and April the general election had mono- 
polised in addresses and advertisements the columns of the 
‘ Public Advertiser,’ its space not then being equal to one 
third that of our daily penny papers of the present day. 
There was little room for the political gladiators, and 
Woodfall begged their indulgence till the new parliament 
was chosen. The contested county polls at that period lasted 
fourteen days, and the Borough eight polls days. Woodfall 
had little room, and was compelled to disoblige his corre- 
spondents. There can be no mistake as to the identity of 
the individual addressed by the editor of the ‘Public Adver- 
tiser’ of April 4 in the following notice to a correspondent: 

The printer hopes the retuliness with which he has enclofi- 
voured to oblige, and the attention he has over })a.id to, an oU 
Friend and CorresjionJenf, will conviiu^e him that nothing ])revented 
the immediate compliance with his request hut the paper being pre- 
engaged by an absolute promise, the punctual observance ot* which 
be presumes to think will not lessen him in his correspondent’s 
opinion. 

The contest for Middlesex ending in the triumph of 
Wilkes, the consequent breaches of the peace in the metro- 
polis, with the party articles, the election addresses and 
proceediiigs, had choked the columns of Woodfall’s Journal. 
But he made room for Francis ; and who, especially under 
his oldest signature of C., could not be refused insertion. 
On die day following the above notice, a letter of a 
column’s Icngtli, with the old initial, found a place in the 
‘ Public Advertiser.’ The all-exciting subject of Wilkes’s 
reappearance on the public stage was the text. Fi’aucis 
temporarily exchanged it for that of Nidbmi Tempw. 
Wilkes’s return to England and his popular elevation to a 
seat in the House of Commons wore skilfully u.sed by G. 
as fresh causes of ministerial attack. He condemned 
the government for permitting an outlaw to return with 
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impunity ; and he ascribed to their unpopularity Wilkes’s 
success in the metropolitan county, and further gave 
ministers the credit of the riots in London and West- 
minster. The letter was, however, a strong protest 
against mob law, and a lamentation that the cause of 
liberty should be coupled with a public man of so dis- 
reputable a private character as the new member for 
Middlesex. At this period, Francis, notwithstanding his 
able paraplilets against the doctrine of general warrants 
and seizures of papers, really considered Wilkes as a mis- 
chievous demagogue without any political principle, and 
as therefore a discredit and damage of the popular party. 
’Wlien Wilkes was afterwards unconstitutionally deprived 
of his seat in parliament, and persecuted by men in office, 
formerly the demagogue’s pemonal and political friends 
— and when Wilkes jmoclaimed the necessity for an 
amended representative system — then Francis, as it will 
be seen, took his part, and materially upheld him by his 
pen. Such changes of action in a public writer are the 
results of altered circumstances, and are proofs of sound 
principle, not of inconsistency. 

Another letter in the same number of the ‘ Public Ad - 
vertiser,’ signed Q. in the Comer, following that of C., is a sort 
of postscript stamped by the same recurrence and alliteia- 
tiou of the abused preposition. The two letters, both unac- 
knowledged by Woodfall, being inserted next day, were 
probably enclosed in the same cover, and on the previous 
evening. It is not likely, had both not been of a common 
parentage, tliat Woodfall, overcrowded, would have inserted 
the second inferior article on the same subject. 

In the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of April 7 (acknowledged the 
day before), and inserted first, is another letter almost cer- 
tainly, from its internal evidence, and its changed Eoman 
signature to Quintus Curtius, by the same writer. It com- 
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menced by stating that he had ‘ read the case of the Duke 
of Portland, published by Almon,’^ and that if the facts stated 
in it were true, the grant was the most Hagrairt ministenal 
act ever perpetrated by the most profligate government. 
That Francis had read this case is certain, because in tlie 
sixteenth volume of his bound tracts of pamphlets of this 
year (and his collection was not uniformly bound, but 
apparently periodically preserved in varying bindings), 
there is a copy of Almon’s publication of it ; and on one 
page there is a blot of ink as though read with pen in 
hand. It is also a copy of the first edition, the case 
appearing in ten editions in the course of that year. In 
other pamphlets, also bound up in the same volume, 
Francis had filled in the asterisks by full names, and also 
made manuscript memoranda in his own hand. The 
article is not that of a professional legal advocate of the 
Duke of Portland, nor of an ordinary political writer. 
It betrays an intimate knowledge of the clerical depturt- 
ment of the Treasury ; citing former precedents, in which 
such grants as that to Sir. J. Lowther had never been 
granted without hearings on the merits before the 
Keeper of the Privy Seal in person ; it states that in the 
Lowther case the Seal was not sanctioned by Lord Chat- 
ham personally, because that minister never would have 
authorised it witliout pre-enquiring into the merits with 
time for caveat; that probably it was hoped that in 
three or four weeks the earl would have been ousted from 
office ; and that the commissioners were ‘ three commu of 
office,’ whose use of the Seal was readily obtained. He 
then denounces the grant as a ‘ Star Chamber proceeding,’ 
as the act of ‘ wicked ministers, who during their whole 

» B ;7 Almon’s monthly list of his new publications, and by the newspaper 
advertisements, this pamphlet must have been publi^ed the end of March 
or in the first weeh of April. 
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administratiou’ have reudored the tenure of commercial 
and landed property ’ uncertain and inseciue. The 
vehemence and exaggeration of the language further 
marks the v,uiter. 

The ‘Public Advertiser’ of the 11th acknowledges another 
letter from C. to be published the following day; on which 
it duly appeared. The subject matter kept the unpopular 
and indefensible Lowther grant again before the public ; 
it was too destructive a weapon to be laid aside till rusty. 
In conclusion of repeatedly varied arguments, the writer 
says : ‘ A minister capable of recommending such measures 
to the Crown calls to my mind the idea which oiu ancestors 
had of some black magician conjuring up infernal spirits 
from the depths of the earth and of the sea, and letting 
them loose to the destruction of mankind.’ Of the pater- 
nity of this letter there can be no doubt, as Woodfall 
would never allow any other individual to personate C. 

The two next letters in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of April 
23, both of them unacknowledged previously by Woodfall, 
have been the subject, as to the identity of authorship, of 
much controversy. Any doubt could only have existed 
from disputants having had insufficient means of deter- 
mining their genuineness. Both letters were continuous 
articles on the same subject, like the preceding articles of 
Memnon, 0., &c. The first of the two bore no signa- 
ture or initial, the occasional practice of Francis. It was 
addressed to the Duke of Grafton personally, doubtless to 
place his grace’s private character on a par with that of 
Wilkes ; and at this time there was little difference 
between the dissipated conduct of the peer and the com- 
moner. The ministerial press aided the ministry in their 
scurrilous abuse of Wilkes’s private life,' which was cer- 
tainly no better than that of his neighbours. Francis con- 
tended for the truth of the true though vulgar old English. 
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proverb, tliat wliat was saixce for the goose was sauce for 
the gander. A boy-premier, sucli as the Duke of Gi'aftoii, 
Avho, though married, appeared in public, and in the 
presence of hi.s sovereign, in the company of his mistress, 
and that mistress formerly a prostitute on the town of 
London, could not escape comparison Avith Wilkes. The 
Duke’s ajjpearance Avith Ann Bellamy at XeAvmarkct and 
tiie opera house Avas the notorious scandal of the liigher 
circles of society, and had been re])eatedly the subject 
of public mention by the ])ress. This tiahwn A\"as the 
subject of the first of the tAvo letters. As neither Avere 
editorially aeknoAAdodged, by usual signs, as received 
prior to publication, their internal evidence must be the 
exclusive means of identifying their authorship. The 
lirst, a brief unsigned letter, addressed to the Duke of 
Grafton, examined singly, might be doubtfully assigned to 
Francis ; but examined in connection Avith the second 
letter, signed Bifrom, and viewed in I’elation to the pre- 
ceding articles, must be an arrow out of the same quiver. 
The plan of the writer palpably Avas to revioAv the new 
head of the ministry in the tAvo distinct characters of a 
private and public man. For this purpose the tAvo 
articles Avere evidently severed, so that the levity of the 
fii-st should not lower the serious tone of the second. 
The first letter ironically congratulates the Duke of 
Grafton as a perfect character, and as a man ‘ through- 
out public and private life ’ ever consistent Avith himself. 
Still he says, that ‘ the most superior persons have usually 
some defect, some weaknesses in their characters which 
diminish the lustre of their brighter qiialifications : that 
‘ Tiberius had his forms,’ and that ‘ Charteris now and 
then deviated into honesty.’ Again alluding to the 
LoAvther grant, he tells his grace, ‘ Avhether the property 
of the subject, or the general rights of the nation were to 
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be invaded ; or ivlietlier you were tired of one lady, and 
chose another for the honourable companion of your 
pleasures ; whether it was a horse race or a hazard table ; 
a noble disregard of forms seemed to operate through all 
your conduct.’ But he admits that the prime minister 
had exceeded his highest expectations. 

I did not think you cajiablo of exliihiting the lovely Thais at the 
opera house, ot sitting a vdiole night hy her side, of calling for her 
carriage yourself aiul of leading her to it through a croAvd of the 
fiihst nicu and Avonieii in this kingdom. . . . Obtain a divorce, 

innrry the lady, and Bradshaw mil be civil enough to give her away, 
with an lionest, artless smile of approbation. 

Bradshaw had been formerly a clerk in the War Office, 
and his fawning character, and unworthj’' rise above his 
fellow-clerks, were particularly disliked by Francis ; and 
Bradshaw continued to be the subject of frequent after 
political attacks, niis letter was the prelude to the 
second. Bil'rons, the title of the second letter, was the 
surname of Janus, because represented by the Eomans 
with two faces, as acquainted with the past and the 
future. The great majority of the illustrations and mot- 
toes of Francis were Latin. Bi/roiis charactei’ised the 
Grafton ministry as distinguished for the ‘ single virtue ’ 
of duplicity. He satirised it as so composed that ‘ every 
member of the body acts in two distinct capacities, and, 
Janus-like, bears two faces and two tongues, either of 
which may' give the he to the other without violent 
danger to his own reputation.’ He then briefly instances 
oases of double-deahng of most of the members, but again 
bringing forward the Duke of Grafton as the principal 
ofiender before the law of public opinion. Bifrons then 
quotes a reply ' to the case of the Duke of Portland 
‘ recently published (as ’tis said) under the auspices of the 
. Treasury.’ This latter counter case had admitted that the 
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Duke of Grafton had ‘ inadvertently ’ given the Duke of 
Portland a promise that the grant in question should not 
be issued without a previous investigation of the Duke 
of Portland’s title, but that since the minister ‘ was the 
King’s servant, and had no title to the making this 
promise, he perceived he was not in honour bound to 
adhere to it.’ This unfortunate admission was commented 
upon by Bifvom in the well-known passage respecting 
the ‘ writers of casuistiy ’ whoso works were burnt at 
Paris. (Woodfall’s ‘ Junius,’ vol. iii. p. 40.) 

The Bifrons letter then ends as follows d — 

I proposed to have made tliis a complete pancgjTio on the Duke 
of Grafton ; but I find it extremely difficult to draw one, character 
of a man that acts in tiro. If, however, my poor attem[)t towards it 
should find favour in his sight, I hope he will on a future occasion 
afford me the means of distinguishing between his two characters, 
as Moliere’s Sosia does between the two amphitrions, ‘ e’est I’am- 
phitrion ohez qni Ton dine.’ 

Singular evidence brings this Bi/mis letter home to 
Francis. In one volume of his collection of pamphlets, 
bound next to a copy of the Duke of Portland’s case, 
there is a copy also of they?rsil edition of the Lowthercase 
in reply to it ; which latter was published the third week 
in April.® MoHere also was one of Francis’s most favourite 
French writers, and he had the Paris 1718 edition of 
the CEuvres.® 

* See on this subject the separate note at the end this chapter. 

* ‘A reply to a pamphlet entitled “The Case of the Duke of Portland, 
respecting two leases granted by the Lords of the Treasury to Sir James 
Lowther, Bart. London. Printed for G, Kearsley and F. Newberry, 1708.’ 
Svo.^pp. 44.— -A second answer to tbe X^ortland case was privately printed, 
bearing no printer’s or publisher’s name ; ebiefly a legal argument vindicating 
the grant. Of the latter answer Francis had no copy,, and there is no allu- 
aon to it in his 'Public Advertiser’ letters. Being unpublished, he probably 
could not procure, and may not have known it, or it would have come under 
the lash of his pen. 

* Francis’s Labraty Catalogue, No. 47L 
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On May G,a sliort letter appeaa-ed under the old signa- 
ture of C., condemning the ministry for the Gazette notice 
of a commission to open the new Parliament on the 
10th. The King ‘ in perfect health ’ not being allowed 
to open it in person was debited against the ministers, his 
Majesty’s safety among his people being in peril through 
their mean policy and exaltation of Wilkes. 

In the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of the 10th, a laboured and 
elaborate letter from a correspondent, signing himself A. B., 
appeared in reply to the attacks on the grant to Sir James 
Lowtlier ; clearly the article of a legal adviser. It was most 
improbable Prancis would permit this article to remain un- 
answered. Accordingly a letter of the same day’s date, but 
published on the 12tli, was inserted in the ‘Public Adver- 
tiser ’ under the signature of Valerim, doubtless from the 
studio of Francis. The member of the eminent Eoman 
family whose name is thus affixed, was probably Valerius 
Publius, because surnamedPajahco/a. Few political writers 
of the period were such good Latinists as to have selected 
this signature ; and none so likely as the Poplicola of the 
same journal of April 28, 1767. The particular change 
of name therefore not only in this instance detects the 
writer, but the contents of the letter and its style mark 
the ‘ old correspondent.’ Its argument was logical and 
terse, and it is the most superior of his contributions on 
the subject of the grant. The text is the case of the Duke 
of Portland, and the writer again reminds his readers that 
Sir James Lowther was the son-in-law of Lord Bute. 
Though the legal points are clearly not worded by a 
lawyer, it demonstrates Francis’s knowledge of constitu- 
tional law. 

In the second sentence of only ten lines, to is used seven 
times ; in a letter of only a column and a quarter the 
preposition, in gross numbers, forty-eight times. 



188 


MEMOIRS OF SIR PHILIP FILINCIS. 


[1768 


It is remarkable that in such a mass of political and 
anti-ministerial public articles from the same [)cn, attack- 
in<? almost evei^" inan in high office of four successive ad- 
ministrations between 1763 and 1708, the name of Lord 
Barrington, Secretary of War, should never liave been 
ever mentioned or his importatit department criticised. 
Lord Barrington was, far excellence^ perhaps the most 
venerable of the ‘ Kings friends ’ as he ha.d lield office 
under almost all parties. That this particular nobleman 
shoidd have been thus exempted, unless for some special 
1 ‘eason, was the more noticeable because this noble vis- 
count was not personally poimlar with his colleagues or 
with the subordinates of his department. The private 
correspondence of Francis, D’Oyly, and some of the under 
clerks of the War Olhce, show that Ijord Barrington’s 
manner to those under Jiim tvas cold if not distant. 
Although placing the greatest trust in his two upper 
officers, B’Oyly and Francis, and although the latter pre- 
pared on verbal or brief written instructions almost all 
important official documents for signature, Lord Barring- 
ton’s occasional private notes to them were few and cold ; 
and they estimated his hospitality as below zero. He 
was, however, I’espected, and indulgent in allowing his 
clerks occ isional vacations. 

Lord Barrington’s manic re wms one of hautc 2 ir. Had 
he possessed more urbanity and a lieartier e.stimtite of the 
services of clever men of long service in his department, 
he would have escaped many severe criticisms on his ad- 
ministration of the War Office. His exemption from 
those of the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ was doubtless owing to 
the reluctance of Francis to comment on the transactions 
of his own office, with perhaps some fear lest his pen 
might be discovered by the viscount. Public occurrences, 
however, at last soon left Francis no alternative but to ter- 
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inmate liis exeeptioii, and Lord Barrington liencefonvard 
came in for a full share of commentary at the hands of his 
first clerk. 

The receipt of next letter in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ 
tracealile to Francis, on May 19, under the signature Fiat 
Jmiitia, was not previouslyacknowledged under that signa- 
ture. The journal, by the editor’s notices and claims on the 
indulgence of his corrcsjiondents, had been particularly 
overloaded ; but on the 18th the following notice would 
appear to refer to the letter of Fiat Justitia : ‘We are 
Sony not to have it in our power to oblige a frequent 
correspondent so soon as we could wish ; the earliest atten- 
tion possible will ever be paid to his- favours.’^ It has 
been obvious that, besides the constant changes of signa- 
ture, the editor, by way of precaution, variously repeated 
his forms of acknowledgment of the manuscripts; other- 
wise, of course', one form of recognition would have de- 
stroyed tlie illusion of the communications being those of 
sovend distinct correspondents. 

The subject of ‘Fiat Justitia’ was a severe censure of the 
Secretary at War’s (Lord Bari’ington’s) official letter con- 
veying the King’s approval of the conduct of the troops in 
suppressing the riots in St. George’s Fields, on the occasion 
of Wilkes’s expected liberation from the King’s Bench 
prison on May 10, and its unconstitutional promise of 
protection when some of the soldiers were in custody of 
the civil power on charge of murder. Nearly a score 
of the crowd assembled before the prison had been killed 
or wounded by the unnecessary discharge of musketry. 
One young man. by name Allen, who was not amongst the 
mob, was killed, and some females had been severely 
wounded This unfortunate collision between the military 
and the people, as in all such instances, raised the fiercest 

* The italics are WoodfaE’s. 
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feelings of popular indignation. The letter of Lord Bar- 
rington had not generally been made public at this time 
beyond the chcle of the troops employed. It had been ad- 
dressed in the previous week to the commanding officer of 
the three regiments of Foot Guards who had been engaged 
in this unpleasant duty. Certainly a more inconsiderate 
and unconstitutional letter never emanated from the pen of 
a minister, nor one more ill composed. It was said to be 
written at the personal desire of the King ; and as there 
is no draft of it in the War Office in the handwriting of 
Francis (who almost invariably drafted the office letters 
and endorsed the drafts), the document was probably 
the joint production of Lord Barrington and the King — 
the letter stating that it was his Majesty’s express direction 
that his ‘ approbation ’ of the conduct of the officers and 
the men should be communicated to them by the field 
officer in command. Fiat Justitia palpably by his com- 
ments must have seen a copy of the letter. Indeed it is 
in the extant letter book of die War Office, and apparently 
indexed by the hand of Francis. The first two sentences 
of the newspaper letter of Fiat Justitia indicate its origin. 
The passages are marked in itahcs. ‘ An officer of the 
Guards, on whose veracity I can rely, has informed me 
that the Secretary at War has thought proper to write a 
letter of thanks to the commanding officer of the troops 
lately employed in St. George’s Fields. The substance of 
it, as well as I can remember, is rather of an extraordinary 
nature, and I think deserves the attention and considera- 
tion of the public.’ He then particularises the ‘ substance ’ 
in details only one who had read the official letter 
could have told. The gist of the attack is the obvious 
scandal of the Fadier of a People being made to express 
Ms royal dianks to the military for their conduct on so 
unhappy an occasion as the slaught^ of Ms subjects ; and 
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peudiug a judicial enquiry into the loss of life, Fiat Jtis- 
titia sensibly remarked that if any letter had been neces- 
sary the King's name should not have been compromised. 
‘ The Secretary at War would have done better in con- 
fining his letter to the expression of his own sentiments : 
what he has said for himself, if I am rightly informed, 
will require more wit than he possesses to defend.’ This 
letter, regarded as Francis’s own opinion, was creditable 
to him ; but the excitement of his feelings did not justify 
it from the ])eu of a clerk in the War Office. The apology 
for him is, that it was from a pubhc winter who had 
been long independently discussing public questions, and 
that the official letter itself was almost contemporaneously 
made public in the newspapers. Certainly there never 
was a ministerial act, sanctioned also by the Crown, more 
reprehensible or mischievous than Lord Barrington’s 
letter. 
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[At this point Mr. Parkes’s incomplete manuscript ter- 
minates ; and I have not been able, in my researches 
among his papers, to discover any continuation. 

I add the following separate memorandum by Mr. 
Parkes on the subject of the burniiig of the Jesuit books : 
which properly finds its place here.] 

No sinule letter of those styled ‘ miscellaneous ’ ascribed 
to Junius has so much puzzled and perplexed his com- 
mentators as that under the anonymous signabire Bi/rom 
of the date April 23, 17G8. Goode assigns in his edition 
no reason for its selection as a genuine production of 
Junius. All critics are bewildered by the following 
curious assertion of Bifronn : '■ I am not deeply read in 
authors of that pi'ofessed title (c^asuists), but I remember 
seeing Busenbaum, Suarez, Molina, and a score of other 
Jesuitical boohs, burnt at Paris for their sound casuistry, 
by the hands of the common hangman.’ 

Now, no Briton or Irishman could, in reasonable pro- 
bability, have witnessed the public; destruction of these 
Jesuit works in the summer of 1701, Great Britain and 
France being then at war, unless such witness had been 
either a prisoner of Avar, or in the suite of Mr. Hans 
Stanley, Avho at that period avjus our ambassador opening 
negotiations for peace ; or, unless Huns Stanley himself 
had several years aftoi’wards himself written Bifrons. 
And it was obviously improbable that anyone publishing 
under sutdi anonymous signatiu’o a severe ])ersonal attack 
on the prime minister would liaA’e run the risk of identi- 
fying himself by the narrative in question. Therefore, 
the pretended jmesence of Bifrons at the Paris auto da fe 
of 1761 was almost certainly the fiction of the anonymous 
writer, and probably for the better concealment of his 
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idexitilication. As such a tnise it has been hitherto most 
successful. Bifrom was supposed to tell the truth when 
he asserted for disguise an ingenious falsehood. Works 
of the above-named Jesuit authors were burnt in Paris 
in 17 01 (and at no other near period are they known 
to have been thus stigmatised in Paris), but we may 
fairly conjecture that neither Bi/rom nor Jtcnius coidd 
have been present. All who know the character and 
polities of llans Stanley must be convinced that he was 
not Bw' 0 )is, and the names of the few persons in his suite 
who might ixissibly have seen the burning present no 
possible writer of such a letter in 1708. But the enigma 
may be discovered, as follows : — 

Philip Francis was not, as asserted by Wade, in Lisbon 
at the pei’iud of the burning of these books at Paris. He 
had returned with Lord Ivinnoul from Portugal, lancUng 
in England on November 10, 1700. On his arrival home 
he resumed his old inferior clerkship in Whitehall, wHch 
he had no doubt lield in comrnendam during his temporary 
absence in Lisbon. His old and real friend Eobert Wood, 
knowing his official aptitude and knowledge of languages, 
with Lord Kinnoul’s good word, had recommended Francis, 
as we have seen, as an assistant Treasury clerk to Mr. 
Pitt (Lord Chatham), then Secretary of State for the 
Northern Department or Foreign Office, In that relation 
to Lord Chatliain, until the dissolution of the second New- 
castle and Pitt ministry, in May 1762, Francis continued 
to act as an amanuensis to the great minister’s dictation. 
Stanley’s mission to Paris occurred during this time. Many 
of the drafts or copies of Pitt’s correspondence with Stanley 
and the French minister are extant in Francis’s hand- 
writing, so that the young clerk was (confidentially of 
course) infonned of all the despatches to and from Paris 
during the negotiation. The official collection of these 
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diplomatic and political correspondence and papers is pre- 
served in the State Paper Office. Bifrons, in 1768, records 
only an incident known to Prancis in 1761, from Francis’s 
knowledge of such official documents. A despatch from 
Stanley to Pitt, dated Paris, August 18, 17 61, details to our 
minister the full particulars of the disj)utes between the 
.King of France and his parliament, tlie assembly con- 
demning the Jesuit books and the Court taking sides with 
the Eoman priests. Stanley writes to Pitt : ^ I send this 
letter by Mr. Duval, the jeweller ; I have enclosed you the 
edicts relating to the Jesuits, whose a/Iair is greatly the 
.subject of conversation.’ His enclosxire contained printed 
copies of the Declaration da Jloi, VormiJle/^, 2 noi/t 1761 ; 
the Arret de la Cour da Parlenient, extrait det^ Bnp.stres da 
Parlement du 6 aout 1761 ; and the Arrete de la Cour de 
Parlement du G aout 1701. These documents contain a 
list or catalogue of the condemned proliibited books, 
comprising some dozen political and theological volumes. 
This black list coutains the titles of numerous publications 
of all nations ; and among the authors denounced are the 
works of Busenhaum, Suares, and Molina,'^ in the same 
order in which those names ajrpear in Biirous. Thus 
Philip Francis, in the disguise of Bijrons, doubtless informed 
himself of the facts stated, of the condemnation of the 
particular works named, ‘ with a score of other Jesuitical 
books,’ garnishing his anecdote by the lictiou of his own 

^ Par Francis Suarez, Jtlsuite, en son iivre intitul6 TyrannickUum^ impiime 
m 1614, oondamn4 aufeu par arret de la cour du 2t> juin do la ineme ann^e, 

Bepuis 1688, jusqu’en 1720, par lea Editions nudtipliees jusqu'an 
nombre do 60, ainsi qua Fattestent les Jesuites, auteurs du Journal de 
Trevoux, du Livre d* Herman Busenbaum, Jdsuite ; 

, Par Claude Lacroix^ J4saite, et par Ookudallf Jdauite, commontateurs et 
4diteurs dudit Busmbaum, 

Bisputationes Eoberti Bellarmini h Societate Jesti, ka , 1690* 

Ludovici Molina, primarii quondam in Eborensi Academia, Sac* Tbeol. 
Professoxis, h societate Jesu, liber de Justitia at Jure ; Moguntise, 1602. 
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presence at the auto da fe. Bifrons moreover probably 
wrote from recollection only of the ‘ Index Expurgatorius,’ 
as the arret contains not simply one score but several 
scores of polemical volumes. Nor was this periodical 
conflict with continental Jesuitism a novel subject to 
Francis. It will be recollected that during the Kinnoul 
mission in Portugal fierce contests had broken out against 
the Order of Jesus, detailed in the interesting letters 
written by him to his father Dr. Francis.^ Further, 
among Fi'ancis’s library books he possessed a copy of the 
little volume ‘ Sur la Destruction des Jcsuites en France,’ 
1775, containing a narrative of the Jesuits’ misfortunes of 
1761 ; and which thus shows Francis’s continued interest 
in the history of tlie sect. In another volume of quarto 
tracts of the Junius period, Francis has incorporated an 
original Portuguese printed copy of the ‘ Edital Da Eeal 
Meza Censoria,’ a royal decree October 6, 1770, pro- 
hibiting the import or circulation of scores of English, 
French, German, and Italian liberal publications on politics 
and religion — the Jesuits again in the ascendant at Lisbon. 
The letters of Junius, and such of the miscellaneous letters 
as are known to be by Junius, abound in associations with 
Catholicism and Jesuitism in particular. Early impressions 
in Lisbon explain Francis’s hatred of superstition and 
priestly domination. Such an indehble association marks 
the mind of Junius ; and his disgust at priestianity, under 
all disguises, whether Protestant or Catholic, accounts for 
the freethinking sentiments undisguisedly common to 
Junius and Francis. 

Bifrons, attacking under an anonymous signature a 
prime minister, never would have stated such a fact as his 

^ Lord Kinnours despatches to Pitt, in the handwiiting of Prancis, pre- 
served in the State Paper Office, also give ample details of the same occur- 
rences. 
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personal presence in Paris at the time in question, had 
he really been there.^ 

^ Burning of the Jemit Boohs . — I wisli to subjoin a few words of my 
own to those of Mr. Parkes on the same subject, because it happened to me 
some years ago, to light by mere accident on precisely the same line of in- 
vestigation as that which he here pursues. In an essay inserted in my 
volume of ^ Historical Studies,’ under the title ‘Junius and Marat,’ both 
written and published when I was entirely unacquainted with Mr. Parkes’s 
great literary occupation, I indicated that ^ Bifrons,’ if he actually witnessed 
the execution, must probably have been some one employed by the Foreign 
Oliice ; if he only pretended to have seen it, that his knowledge was pro- 
bably derived from Hans Stanley’s curious despatch on the subject, which 
he perused at the Foreign Office j and that in either case this piece of evi- 
dence pointed to Francis. I said at the same time that Lord Macaulay was 
inclined to believe in the first alternative : founding his opinion in great 
measure on Lady Francis’ assertion, quoted by Lord Campbell, ^ He was at 
Paris when Madame de Pompadour drove out the Jesuits.’ 

After examination of the arguments of Mr. Parkes, I still feel some uncer- 
tainty as to the choice of alternatives. The circumstance that Francis’ 
intended, Miss Macrahie, condoled with her lover on his not being able to 
obtain the post of Ilans Stanley’s secretary at Paris, tells, if anything, the 
other way : so determined a person as Francis was likely to pursue his object 
until he attained it in one form or another. Though it is certain that Lady 
Francis’ loose assertions are worth much less than Lord Campbell supposed, 
or than I did when I wrote the essay in question, yet I have it under 
her liand that Francis ^ allowed to his family that he had seen the Jesuit 
books burnt by the hangman.’ 

Lastly, jMr. Parkes says (with truth) that some of the despatches from 
jSlr. Pitt’s office to Hans Stanley are in Francis’s own handwriting: showing 
that he was at work in London. But I have ascertained that there is no 
entry of any de.spatch from England at all between July 24, 1761, and August 
20 ; leaving ample time for a journey to Paris and back. 

On the other hand, hlr. Parkes’s argument that so nervously cautious a 
person as Francis would never have given this indication of his identity, 
mUvSt be allowed its full weight ; and I must add that I have not discovered 
in his correspondence any allusion whatever to a visit to Paris in 1701. 
The burning in question undoubtedly took place in 1701, and was not 
postponed (ovS some writers on J tmius have asserted) to a subsequent year. — 
EniTOBt 
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CHAPTER YI. 

COMMENCEMENT OF JUNIUS. 

[.Et. 29.] 

Relations between Willies and Junius, 17G8 — Correspondence with 

l)r. Francis and others — Anonymous Letters to George Grenville. 

The uufinislied mcinoir of Sir Philip Francis by Mr. 
Parkes ends thus abruptly in the middle of the year 1768 ; 
half a year before the appearance of the first letter of 
Junius (January 21, 1761))^ in the ‘ Public Advertiser.’ 
All my researches to discover any continuation among the 
mass of papers left behind him by Mr. Parkes have been 
unsuccessful. 

It will have been long ago ascertained by the reader 
that Mr. Parkes entertained no doubt that Sir PMlip 
Francis was the sole author of the letters signed Junius : 
farther, that he was the witer (wholly or almost wholly) 
of the ‘ Miscellaneous Letters ascribed to Junius,’ in 
WoodfaU’s and subsequent editions ; and, lastly, that he 
was the author of the celebrated series styled the ‘ Candor 
Pamphlets,’ and of a great variety of miscellaneous contri- 
butions to the political press for four or five years pre- 
ceding 1769. 

It will have been seen also that Mr. Parkes arrived at 
these conclusions by a most refined and elaborate method 
of investigation. He traced the path of his anonymous 

^ The first, that is, of the printed collection. The first bearing that signa- 
ture appeared November 22, 1768. — ^Bohn’s ^ Junius/ ii. 257. 
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hero through the files of the ‘ Daily Advertisei',’ week 
after week ; sifted and compared the compositions which 
he was led to attribute to him ; and showed from the 
notices of them inserted from time to time by Woodfall, the 
publisher, both the value which Woodfall himself attributed 
to them, and also WoodfaU’s own evident conviction that 
he bad to deal, almost exclusively, with one mysterious 
coiTCspondeut. And then Mr. Parkes proceeded to illus- 
trate the productions, thus selected and classified, by 
comparison with what we knew already of the life of 
Francis, and with the hitherto unknown materials which 
the private papers of Francis afforded him. In this manner 
he wove together a most ingenious fabric, of the solidity 
of which the reader must judge for himself, although the 
editor may be permitted to add his own strong general 
belief in it, with such slight deductions as have been here 
and there already indicated. 

I entertain no doubt that Mr. Parkes’s plan was to con- 
duct the same method of minute investigation and com- 
parison through the remaining sis years of Francis’s sup- 
jjosed newspaper activity — from the spring of 1768 to 
that of 1774, when he left England for India. But he 
had not prepared his materials for this purpose, or I have 
been unable to discover them. And, feeling that the task 
which he had then proposed to himself, though with him 
a labour of love, would have been even to him an en- 
grossing employment for years of life — feeling my own 
inability to continue it, and doubting the readiness of the 
public to bestow close attention on a voluminous work, 
which seems to me almost one of supererogation — I made 
up my mind to carry on his scheme on a very reduced, 
and what to him would have seemed a very insufficient, 
scale. I shall leave the more developed investigation to 
the care of some future editor of Junius, and content my- 
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self witli the narrative of the life of Francis himself, as 
illustrated by the manuscript materials in my possession ; 
enabling the reader to compare that narrative, pas a pas, 
with the indications furnished by the three printed series 
of Letters : those of Juuius (public), those of the supposec^ 
Junius (private, to Woodfall), and those headed in Wood- 
fall’s and subsequent editions ‘ Miscellaneous, ascribed to 
Junius.’ 

Of the results of such a comparison — which he had 
fully carried on in his mind, although, as I have said, he 
had not completed his preparations for the press — 
Mr. Parkes had, as I have said, no doubt. He had 
made almost ready for publication a curious analysis and 
disproof, seriatim, of all the claims which have been set 
up in favour of other candidates, some thirty-seven, he 
says, in number (but there are more), for the honour of 
the authorship of Junius. But to enter farther into that 
discussion would exceed the limits which I have imposed 
on myself. The chief proofs which fix the authorship on 
Francis have always been considered to be three : the 
peculiar conformity of the known events and experiences 
of his life with what we must suppose, from Junius’ 
own indications, respecting Junius ; similarities of style, 
temper, character ; and, lastly, similarity of handwriting, 
tested by the ‘ private letters ’ of Junius to Woodfall, 
of which facsimiles are inserted in many works, from 
Taylor’s ‘Junius Identified’ downwards. AU these 
classes of proof are strengthened in many cases, in no 
single case invahdated, by the contents of the manu- 
scripts collected and examined by Mr. Parkes. And Mr. 
Parkes added a fourth element of proof : that afforded by 
the War Office paper and seals used by Junius, to which 
reference is made in the preface, and which will be 
found developed in the Appendix to this work. The 
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weight of the whole must, I repeat, be left to the reader 
to estimate. I will only add, for myself, the expression 
of what I felt long ago, when first commencing the 
‘ Junius ’ inquiry in mere curiosity, and have felt far more 
strongly in studying these new materials. All the lines of 
investigation which have been followed, or can be followed, 
in oi'der to trace the authorsliip to this or that known in- 
dividual, except Francis, fail at a certain point. Like the 
paths in a child’s play labyrinth, they are cut short at some 
point or other by a transverse bar. They end in impossibili- 
ties. The remaining jiath, to which one clue only leads us, 
becomes jilainer and plainer the farther the investigation 
is conducted. No transvei’se bar, no failure of any sort, 
intervenes between us and our end. Of the strength of 
the affirmative evidence for Francis people have hitlierto 
doubted, and may perhaps doubt in future. But of the 
weakness of all the evidence which has been adduced in 
favour of any one else, there cannot really be two 
opinions. And the editor can only add, as an assertioir 
to which he hopes credit will be given, that all his 
examination of the mass of papers submitted to his eye, 
and from which the work now offered to the public 
contains only a trifling selection, has tended towards the 
same result. lie has not discovered a single record or a 
single passage which raises (by comparison of dates, 
sentiments, or other circumstances) the sliglitest impro- 
bability against the current supposition. On the contrary, 
he can subscribe literally to the conclusion of Mr. Taylor, 
in his ‘Junius Identified,’ arrived at fifty years ago, from 
far less copious materials for judgment : ‘ In all his 
researches, the writer has never met with one thought, 
one fact, one word, which in the slightest degree impeded 
the cburse of his demonstration. This is a negative 
criterion of the truth, but is of no small value after 
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SO extensive a survey, and it properly crowns tire whole 
pile of evidence.’ 

I propose to add, by way of Appendix to this volume, 
such scattered fragments of obseiwation on the Junius 
controversy as have been left by Mr. Parkes ; and would 
particularly call attention to the paper in the Appendix, 
already mentioned, containing his own rough memoranda 
of a careful comparison of the originals of the ‘ Private 
Letters of Junius ’ to H. S. Woodfall with materials at 
the War Office. I have added, ffirther, some miscellaneous 
papers, of wdiich the remarkable “ Autobiographical 
Fragment ” is tlie principal, and some letters addressed to 
Francis, in the years 1708—70, fi-om America, by his cor- 
respondents Macrabie and Tilghmau. They are curious, 
and have a Transatlantic interest of their own, but I 
preferred placing them thus apart to interrupting the 
continuity of the life. 

In the middle of 1768, where Mr. Parkes’s biography 
leaves him, Francis was still in employment as a clerk in 
the War Office, under Lord Barrington. Before entering 
on the subject of his private corre.spondence, I will only 
in passing r6fer the reader, in continuation of Mr. Parkes’s 
remarks on the Candor letters, to the letters of ‘ C.’ to 
George GrenviUe, pubhshed in the ‘ Grenville Correspon- 
dence.’ 

On February 6, 1768, ‘ C.’ had addressed his first letter 
to George Grenville. Mr. Parkes’s comments on that letter, 
and the inferences to be drawn from it, are to be found in 
the last chapter. I only allude to it again in order to 
subjoin a farther rough note on the subject which I find 
among his papers. ^ 

1 Again borrowing of Mr, Murray tbe Grenrille Junius MS. Papers, I again 
note : — 

1. That tbe anonymous letter/ Pebruary C, 1768, is on a sheet of 4to paper 
— ^paper and watermark same as that in use at tbe date in tbe War Oifice. 
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The last of the ‘ Miscellaneous ’ letters commented on 
by Mr. Parkes is that signed Fiat Justitia, May 12, 1768. 
Pjut in this busy year, the Duke of Grafton became 
First Lord of the Treasury on the retirement of Lord 
Chatham, and constituted that Government which it 
became the special mission of Junius to attack. During 
the course of it, the anonymous pen contributed to 
the columns of the ‘Public Advertiser’ twenty-eight 
more, which are incorporated in that collection, under 
several of his usual signatures, particularly Atticics and 
Lucius : the first under that of Junius being the short 
one on the general warrant question of November 21, 
1708. Pi'obably no better reason can be assigned for its 
omission from Junius’s own collective edition than that 

The only correction is the erasure of ^foiouled^ twice written. 

The handwriting is Francis’s palpably, but though upright and feigned, it 
is a larger character than the subsequent and later Junius MSS. 

The endosto'e is on a folio sheet, and the paper and watermark is also 
that used in the War OlBce. The paper lim corrections. It is in Francis’s 
large hand, upright as disguise — forming the disguised Junius hand, but 
not as afterwards habitually disguised. 

2. The letter of September 3, 17G8, is on 4to paper, but I can’t identify 
its material or watermark with War Office paper of the period. Only one 
word erased (before ^ satisfactory ’) j I can’t decipher the word crossed out. 

3. The letter October 20, 1708, is large 4to paper, gilt edged, watermark 
not quite readable from the letter being pasted on a guard, and half or 
partially concealed. It is apparently tbe name of a maker like 'Porter.’ 
It is similar to the others as to disguised writing, but in several words palpably 
Francis’s penimmship. ('A policy I cannot understand;’) is between 
marks of parenthesis; apparently the marks after the letter was finished. 

^ Your Cause/ — ^your is italicised ; ‘ Grand Council ’ the same. 

I have 

'The great desire ^ of being honoured,’ &:c. is careted in the original. 

The Atticus printed ' Public Advertiser ’ in Murray’s folio was an enclosure 
evidently sent by Jtmitis, because tbe writer has in ink corrected one sentence 
or rather altered it, scoring or italicising ^ foreseeing ’ and ^ ‘proceeding J insert- 
ing 'to have been marked/ and deleing ' the means.’ 

Another newspaper copy of another Atticus letter is in Murray’s folio 
MS. dated November 16, 1768, apparently Mr. Grenville’s MS. dating. 

Also printed letter signed, ' The spirit which now animates the London 
Gazette.’— [J. Paekes.] 
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conjectured by Mr. Wade (Bohn’s ‘Junius,’ ii. 259), that 
the series would more fitly begin with the new year, 
1769. Perhaps the most remarkable among these, in 
connexion with the supposed authorship, is that without 
signature (August 6), which contains an elaborate de- 
fence of the character and policy of George GrenviUe. 
We have seen, and shall farther see, how anxious the 
anonymous writer was, just at this time, to ingratiate 
himself with that personage, from the special communica- 
tions which he repeatedly addressed him. 

I now proceed with the series of private MS. letters 
to and from Francis during the same year : — 

To Ms JBrother-ui-lcm Mtwrabie^ in Fennsylvania. 

London, March 12, 1768. 

Dear Mac. — Tlie last pacqnet brornglat me two letters from yon, 
after a very long interval, of December 15 and January 20. 

The first observation I made upon them was, that they were 
not under the Secretary of War’s cover, upon which I leave you to 
make your own reflections. But now for my answers. As long as 
you grow fat in America, you may be said to be in a thriving con- 
dition ; the future must take care of itself. But would it not be 
worth your prudence "to consider what is to be done when your 
term with Mr. Neave expires ? Undoubtedly you have considered 
of it ; yet if you should not be able to resolve on anything, I am 
sure I enter too much into your situation to blame you. Wo have 
long since agreed how easy it is to find fault ; but whoever fails you, 
be always assured that my heart will for ever be open to you ; in 
short, if you cannot determine upon any plan where you are, you 
have nothing to do but to return to my house and stay in it untill 
something else can be thought of. I so much agree with you about 
landed possessions in America, and the secuiify that may arise from 
them hereafter, that I shall commission my cousin Captain Francis, 
who is now here, to purchase a thousand acres for me in the course 
of next summer, which he assures me he can do for a mere trifle. 
By the by, this is a noble fellow, and if you meet him in America 
will, I am sure, contribute not a little to the happiness of your life 
there. My other unfortunate cousin, as far as I can learn, for 
I never see him, has no sort of prospect of being extricated from his 
difficulties without an immense loss. Poor fellow ! I feel for him. 

[Two pages cut out,} 
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However, lie found at last, bj the sneers thrown out against him 
in the public papers and elsewhere, that to take Mr. Rice into the 
field was unavoidable ; and certainly this resolution, though too late, 
was the only wise one he could take. They met. Rutherford fired 
and missed Rice, who stood full, and as soon as he had received the 
fire, discharged his own pistol in the air. Upon this they were re- 
conciled ; but the paper war between the other parties has continued 
as furiously as ever.^ 

Your sister and the children are perfectly well. Your father 
writes so fully to you upon his affairs that I shall not trouble you 
with any other account of them. Besides I am but imperfectly in- 
formed in these matters, except that in general I understand the old 
folks are tolerably happy, and that Patty continues to be mad 
enough in all reason. To-morrow I set out for Bath, where I am to 
spend a week with a jolly party. That place has certainly bewitched 
me, yet one would think my father’s going to reside there would 
have removed the charm.^ 

Did I tell you that Mr. Chandler ^ has bought a large house in 
Bruton Street ? They are now at the summit of their wishes in point 
of habitation. It is to undergo a thorough repair, and I think they 
expect to be in possession in two or throe months. Wilkes is setting 
up for the City of London. We are all as mad about elections as ever 
you Americans were about the Stamp Act. I do not recollect any- 
thing else that has happened here worth your attention. 

Pray lot me know how my cousins in general have received you, 
or whether you have had any sign of life from Captain Maturin. 

It’s now generally thought that Jack Wilkes^ will be elected for 
the City of London. He dined with the Lord Mayor yesterday 
with the rest of the candidates. 

Farewell, my dear Mac. Jnsqn’an re voir. 

P. Francis. 

The pamphlets I shall commit to the care of Messrs. ISTeave. 

I send you herewith two letters from your father. 

Your sister and nieces thrive tolerably. 

Yours again and again. 

^ I cannot explain this mutilated passage. 

The breach occasioned by the marriage was not yet fully repaired j very 
naturally not in the eyes of Macrabie. 

® A relative of Mrs. Francis, and very intimate friend of the Francis 
family ; a wealthy and liberal man, concerning whom much is contained in 
the Francis papers. 

^ Just at this period, Wilkes was the hete noire of the anonymous con- 
tributor. See especially the violent letter of C, (April 5, 1708.) 
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The following (and several more) are from Dr. 
at Bath to his son in London. It is evident that t^‘“” 
‘ pere prodigue ’ Avas at this time in receipt of frequent 
assistance — at least by way of advance on his government 
pension — from Ihs son ; whose means of affording such 
aid, holding only as ho did a small government appoint- 
ment, and burdened with an increasing family, are by no 
means rendered clear by anything traceable in his private 
history. 

Bath, April 3, 1768. 

My dear Phil. — li -vvaa a kind attention to prepare me for an 
nnlncky accident. Nohody hurt. I hope too not greatly frightened. 
All the best wishes of iny affection. 

I foci Tory sensibly the offer you made me. Tho’ I have a 
pleasure in receiving kindnesses from those I love, yet it is a 
pleasure not unmixed with pain. I would sometimes avoid it. A few 
days ago, I thought I could have waited for my E-oyal Bounty with 

perfect economy, hut Lot me then desire you to send me a fifty 

])Ound Bank-note liy post, for I find it difiicult and awkward to 
negoiialo with oiii* little bank here. 

I thank you for the newspapers. I thank Mr. D’Oyly and 
Mr. Sneyd ; hut surely you have not received my letter in which I 
told you I was ashamed to give them a ti-oublo for nothing, for 
Avhat I could buy and ought to pay. I neither desire nor expect 
them any longer. , . . ^ 

^ I subjoin in tlio form of a note to this letter of April 3, the following 
memorandum, by Mr. Piukes^ on the subject of the relations between Wilkes 
and Jioiiifs : — 

^ Wo have been threatened,^ says Br. Francis, ^ with the honour of a visit 
from IMr- Wilkes and those other zealous friends of liberty, Coates and Beard- 
more. I have kept open my letter to the last moment that I might entertain 
you with those triumphant entrys in honour of the repeated victories they 
have gained over the king, laws, and constitution of their country. Farewell.’ 

In the following week, April 7, the Doctor again writes to his son, on business, 
and on the same topic adds : * Wilkes came into Bath on Sunday evening 
with so little noise — I ought perhaps to have said with so much modesty — 
that he seem’d to avoid the triumph he was conscious of having deserv’d, 
lie shew^B himself every morning in the pump room, and his daughter 
it at the ball at night. In both they gaze at her father, whether as a 
miracle or a monster perhaps it were difficult to determine. But the news 
of Bath, like its waters, should be dnmk hot from the pump.’ 
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Di\ Francis to Ms Son, 

Bath, April 9, 1768. 

I lieartilj rejoice with you on your family’s escaping a danger, 
that in its consequences might have been worse than death — ^broken 
limbs and lameness for life. I hope I love goodnature. I would 
rather, if the good opinion of this very wortliless world were worth 
a -wish, be thought goodnatured than a learned, generous, pious, 
or even honest man ; yet if the fellow who overturned your coach 
did it in his brutality, or even his carelessness, as far as law could 

Curiously, not four years afterwards, we meet Wilkes and Jimius dancing 
a political minuet together, Junius declining Miss Wilkes as a minuet 
partner. Wilkes in his private letter to Junius,^ October 17, 1771, offers 
Junius dinner or ball tickets for the Lord Mayor’s day, for himself, or friends, 
or a favourite, or Jumn. Wilkes adds: ^ How happy should I be to see my 
Portia here dance a graceful minuet with Junius Brutus! but Jimus is 
inexorable and I submit. I will send your tickets to Woodfall.’ 

Junius in his reply, doubtless affecting old age (as he was unlikely to 
confess his real ago), answers : ‘Many thanks for your obliging offer ; but 
alas ! my age and figure would do little credit to my partner. I acknow- 
ledge the relation between Cato and Portia, but in truth I see no connection 
between Junius and a 7nmuetJ 

These curious letters of Dr. Francis to his son respecting Wilkes preceded 
by many months the first letter of Jimius. But two of the miscellaneous 
letters ascribed to the same writer preceded by some days the Bath 
visit of Wilkes, appearing in the ‘ Dmly Advertiser,’ on April 5 (1768), 
under the signatures 0. and Q. in the Corner. In both these anonymous 
letters the ministry was denounced for permitting Mr. Wilkes to return 
from France to England with impunity. Ilis outlawry was not reversed, 
and on his return to London from Bath, he surrendered for judgment. 
Subsequently Junius, on the question of the Middlesex return and Wilkes’s 
expulsion from the House of Commons and his re-election, espoused his 
cause; and not inconsistently. The genuineness of the above first mis- 
cellaneous letter (0), however, depends on its internal evidence. Its 
designation of Wilkes as ‘ a man of most infamous character in private life,’ 
and its other severe and cutting animadversions on his political as well 
as moral character, tally with those after-attacks hy Junius in propria persona 
which Wilkes confesses fell so heavy upon him towards the conclusion of 
1769. Junius throughout his private confidential correspondence with 
Wilkes does not disguise the reasons for his advocacy of the rights of the 
Middlesex electors, nor does he with any niggard hand administer most 
sensible and honest advice that Wilkes should adopt a higher public 
character and keep more select political company. An admirable judgment 
and generous spirit pervades this portion of the letters, which clearly 
the writer never expected would become public during the lives of either 
party. Junius captivated the heart of Ms old enemy and conquered Ms 
reason.— [Jt Pakkes.] 
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punisli, I should think that justice ought. He may have a wife 
and children, yet I really think a private individual has not a right 
to forgive an injury that affects the public. 

1 would yesterday have acknowledged and thanked you for your 
bill, but Friday is not our post day to London. 

I don’t renieniber whether I told you that Wilkes and Liberty, 
those inseparables, arrived here last Sunday. They lodge together 
in the South Parade ; and, posted on the lamp before the door, 
in printed capitals of largest size, their names shine forth at 
midnight. I tind I have been insensibly writing heroicks. It is 
the inspiration of Liberty. Wo have here a silent lean mot of Mr. 
Wilkes that may rank with the sublime silences of antiquity. 

, you know his character, was rallying Wilkes with somewhat 

too coarse a pleasantry, who stepping up to him with a very signi- 
ficant important look, examined his neck, especially his left ear, as 
if he searched for Jack Ketch’s mark. Farewell. 

Yours with all truth, 

P. F. 

Saturday night. 

Francis to Macralne. 

London, April 16, 1768. 

My Dear Mac. — Since my letter of the last pacquet nothing has 
happened here of profit or of amusement ; but I am determined you 
shall never want the consolation of a few lines, while I am able to 
write them. Mr. Wilkes, after failing in his attempt to be chosen for 
the City of London, thought it adviseable to offer himself candidate 
for the county of Middlesex, and has carried it by a large majority. 
The attention of the kingdom has for above a month past been 
entirely fixed upon this gentleman and his measures ; and we still 
wait with fearfull expectation for the twentieth of this month, on 
which day he has pledged his honour that he will surrender him- 
self in Westminster Hall. 

About three weeks ago, our coach, with all the family in it but 
myself, was broken down in a most dreadful manner by a country 
waggon drawn by eight horses. It was hardly less than a miracle 
that seven people did not lose their lives by the malice and 
brutality of the fellow who drove the waggon. I have commenced 
an action against the owner, and with the help of your friend Mr. 
Meyrick and of Sir Fletcher Horton, whom I have retained, I have 
no doubt of recovering considerable damages. I enclose you a letter 
from your father. Sometime ago I sent you two pamphlets about 
your jfriend Butherford and Coleman, which I hope you have re- 
ceived. They are now pretty quiet, though they remain mortal 
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enemies. In the "wiiiter I suppose the war will break out afresh. 
Mrs. Chandler, I think, seems inclined to continue her contribution 
of 40Z. a year to your father, and if she does she will act handsomely, 
and they may live more happily than ever they did. 

I hope and suppose that, by this time, you begin to see a little more 
clearly what your futui'e plan and expectation is likely to be. I 
must beg of you to be a little explicit upon this article, as I am really 
anxious to know -what your views towards an establishment are, or 
whether you have any. I need not repeat what I hope you are 
convinced of, that, tho’ all fail, my house is your sure retreat : so 
bo not unhappy about a disappointment more or less, nor let any 
untoward accident discourage you, since you will always have the 
moans of keeping your head above water with me, and something 
must inevitably tuin up for your good. Your friend Oliver has been 
lingering for a long time under a consumptive disorder, which he 
expected would kill liim, but lately he finds himself surprisingly re- 
covered. ’s mother is dead. 1 met him not long ago at a gentle- 

man’s chambers, where there were ladies, Jiclelhs^ and all manner of 
riot ; but he, thinking it incumbent upon him to preserve a becoming 
gmvity, had no powder in liis wig, and looked as black as Yulcan ; 
but I don't know how it happened, before two hours were passed 
he contrived to get soberly fuddled, forgot his grief, and concluded 
with a minuet and a Scotch reel with two doxies. N.B. His mother 
could hardly have been cold, as she expired but the night before. 

I had written so far when yesterday your several letters of 
Februtiry 10 and March 10 were brought to me. You are very 
good to write so much, and I assure you it pleases me not a little to 
see that you can write in such good spirits, and with so much spirit. 
If these cousins of mine arc so handsome, and so clever, and so in- 
viting, take care of your heart. Observe that I forbid the bans. 
Pray take every opportunity that offers of assuring the handsomest 
of my cousins what a respect I bear to female beauty, and that, 
since they are handsome I do not love them the less for being my 
relations, . , , , , 

Your sister is greatly obliged to you for your ingenious letter, 
but contents herself with permitting me to answer for her. Her 
waist is swelling immoderately, and there are people who think she 
has taken a fourth dose of poison. You will probably hear more of 
it about the beginning of October. ..... 

Inclosed I send you a letter I have received hy the last pacquet 
from Captain Maturin, Oeneral Gage’s secretary, hy which you may 
perceive that you are likely to he on as respectable a footing at Nfew 
York as you have found yourself at Philadelphia. Let me know 
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wlietlier you have heard any tiling of Hr. Atcliy Thompson, to whom 
I gaA^e you a letter ; what his circumstances are, and how he thriyes. 
My cousin the colonel I suspect is suddenly decamped, without beat 
of drum, for ISTorth America. He broke an appointment with me about 
three weeks ago, and I have never heard of him since. If you should 
meet, you will find him a sensible, brave, honest fellow, and from 
what I have said to him you may depend upon his inclinations to 
be attached to you. He has schemes for purchasing land in that 
country, which appeared to me not bad ; by way of embarking a 
small property with him, he undertook to purchase a thousand acres 
for me. Be so good as to enquire a little into this matter and let 
me know your opinion about it. Your advice about stocks and funds 
is grave and pithy ; one would imagine you knew the step of a lame 
duck by practice. For any enterprizes of mine you may be perfectly 
easy. iUas ! now I am talking of money matters, it is no less true 
than sorrowful, your Bank-note and the value of it are irrecoverable. 
About a month ago I had the satisfaction of losing a note for ten 
pounds in much the same way and with the same success. — 
Intoxication ! 

The family of the Tenches^ I take for granted are now compleately 
happy. If the father has any of that Christian patience you talk of ‘ 
it is by no means thrown away upon him. Your letter from Ma- 
deira arrived sometime after your first from Hew York. Your ac- 
count of the disputes about precedence between General Gage 
and Sir Henry Moore is perfectly ridiculous. Is it possible for 
grave men to fight about a place in a country dance ? 

I understood that Eoote cleared four thousand pounds last summer: 
an immense sum for a man with one leg. 

And now, my dear Mac,, farewell I My hand is tired, and I have 
said my say. 

Farewell ! Yours most faithfully, 

P. Fbanois. 

Another letter from your father. 

: Dr, Francis to his Son. 

t 

Bath, April 26, 1768. 

Bear Phil. — I thank you for the account of W ’s trial. We had 

many others ; but all of them confused, perplexed, or partial. Yet 
is it not somewhat whimsical ? He is arrested, sent to prison, yet 

lives, we are told, in perfect freedom in Surrey. Are W and 

Liberty then indeed inseparable ? I am told a young lady here dresses 

^ Francis’s American relatives^ See Pedigree. 

. 


TTAT T 
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lier hair in curls, No. 45, and declares for a husband of that same 
number ; the yeiy acme of love as well as politics. Sir R. Black- 
more, if I mistake not, made it the sera of genius and epic poetry. 
He wrote his first of ten epics at that age. 

I beg you will read the enclosed, and if you can find the person to 
whom I would direct it, if I knew his name, pray deliver it yourself. 
The effects of his soap are really little less than wonderful . He lives 
at the old perfume shop opposite to Pall Mall, in the Hajnnarket. 

Wlien Lady Stepney leaves the house, you will oblige me by ad- 
vertising it. The woman who will have the care of it, and "who now 
lives in it, is honest and intelligent, or in the cant word, sensible ; 
she will show it, and agree upon terms of j^rice, and necessaries, &c. 
You must take Lady Downing’s reputation, and the chastity of her 
street, under your protection. Farewell 1 I am come down to the 
bottom of my paper. 

Francis to Macruhie. 

London, May 11, 176S. 

My dear Friend and Bi’other, — . . . . Mr. Wilkes has been 

in the King’s Bench Prison tliis fortnight, and must remain there 
till next teiin, when the errors of his outlawry are to be argubd again. 
His friends, to the number of many thousands, have taken possession 
of St. George’s Fields, and beleaguer the prison. Many lives have 
been lost, yet the mischief is likely to continue if not increase. . . . 

You may say what you please of your Americans, but I’ll be curst 
if we don’t match you for riots. The worst on’t is that they keep 
me at the War Office many hours a day more than I like. Such 
marching and counter-marching ! The Horse- Guards had no con- 
ception of such hot service. Many of them who quitted their trades 
without any other view but to become private gentlemen, complain 
loudly that the contract with them is dissolved, and are doteimined 
to retire. Mr. Wade’s billiard match, on which other 2'>eople have 
many thousands, and I have ten, pounds ^ depending, is to be played 
to-night. My reason is convinced 1 shall win, but the risk of such 
a sum is enough to alarm the passions. The villain is brought on 
pm^pose from Naples to give Mr. Wade two and beat him. He is 
not half so like a man as a monkey. Foote swears ho remembers 
him keeping a glass shop on the top of Mount Vesuvius. He has 
had a particular dress made for him to play in, and never was any- 
thing more ridiculous ! Having no more nonsense to spare at present 
I shall conclude in sober truth and sadness, 

, Your P. Fr. 


^ Compare the letter of Fiat in the Junius collection, May 19, 17G8. 
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War Office, June 11, 1768. 

My Dear Mac. — THs letter will be probably a short one for a very 
good reason — ^because I have not materials to make it a long one, for 
yon know I do not mind trouble ; not I. A letter of yonrs, dated in 
March, is arrived since I wrote last, but I think ifc does not require 
any particular answer, and if it did — for I have left it at home. 

Domestic news is as insipid as usual. Children bawling, servants 
fighting, my wife scolding, your father and mother weeping, and 
Patty raving mad. These, with the addition of a preternatural 
api^earance, and some unaccountable noises which have been 
repeatedly in my house in Duke Street at the dead of night, make up 
the perpetual history of my family. Without a jest I have myself 
lieard a most extraordinary ringing of bells about midnight, and 
have never been able to discover the cause. Now for news. 

Mr. Wilkes’s outlawry is reversed upon an error pointed out by 
Lord Mansfield himself. He will receive sentence this term. 

Mr. Rigby is appointed sole paymaster-general, and Mr. Thomas 
Townshend is to be one of the vice-treasurers of Ireland. 

Mr. Cooke, member for Middlesex, is dead, and Mr. Serjeant G*lynn 
has declared himself a candidate. It is supposed he will succeed. 

I am going to dine this day at ’s in the countty ; he has taken 

an elegant house in the country, on Barnes Common, a carriage, 

and a w : he wants nothing now but a pack of hounds and a 

couple of race-horses to furnish his character. 

Your mother is at her house ; she looks better than ever, I think, 
but has no hopes of seeing her dear child again. 

I cannot write more, but you may depend on my prayers. 

Yours most faithful, 

P. Fbai^'cis. 

I now insert, in order of date, a very important memo- 
randum in the handwriting of Mr. Parkes. The facts 
which it specifies demonstrate conclusively — were any 
demonstration needed — the intimate connexion of Philip 
Prancis at this period (immediately before the commence- 
ment of the Junius letters) with the ‘ Public Advertiser.’ 

Finding in a folio vol. of P. Francis’s MSS. a long paper on a 
suggestion of Financial Eeform, unsigned and unaddressed, and in 
his 'vmting, headed ‘ June 28, 1?68,’ I thought it possible that it 
might on that day have been communicated to and published in 
WoodfaU’s ‘Advertiser.’ I this day examined the file in his 
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grandson’s possession ; and I find tlie paper printed in tliat journal, 
Ho. 10,503, Tuesday, June 28, 1768, under tlie signature of A 
Friend to Public Credit This paper must have reached Woodfall 
not later than Sunday night, as in the Monday’s paper, in the 
notice (the only one that day) to a correspondent, is the following : 
‘ A Friend to Public Credit. — Address to the proprietors of the 
Public Fund shall have a place in our next.’ 


T)r. Francis to his So7b. 

, August 3, 1768. 

Dear Phil. — I left Bath last W ednesday, and am afraid I forgot 
to bid Sally send you your letters. I mean to be very punctual 
in acknowledging the receipt of Bills, and if you have not seen Atty 
B — w and written to me in his name, I beg you will not, till I 
return to Bath. 

You will expect some little accoimt of Weymouth : a bay with one 
opening to the ocean, the rest surrounded with hills. The shore 
with a gentle declivity, falling down to the sea with a smooth, firm 
sand, nor rocks nor mud. The water perfectly clear, and the bathing 
equally good at any hour of the day. The temperature of our cli- 
mate at land I really think extraordinary : vines, myrtles, flowers, 
jessamin, in every little garden, within fifty yards of the sea. 

Pray write to me, and if possible contradict that unhappy story 
of Lady Sarah. ^ Accept of all good wishes of an heart sincerely and 
affectionately yours. 

Weymouth, Wednesday, for verily I don’t know the day of the 
month. 


Francis to Macrahie, 

London, August 3, 1768. 

My dear Brother, — I have got some letters from you at Hew 
York dated sometime in June. I did not doubt that you would be 
well received, and hospitably entertained there. I have a letter 
from Atchy Thompson, by which I perceive he intends leaving that 
country in a few months, and that he has made a tolerable fortune 
there. I am really astonished that he is not married. 

Eutherford is ruined and run away, but then the king of Denmark 
is just coming over. You shall have some more of Harris’s 


' Lady. Sarah Bunbury probably. She had been instructed in early life 
by Br. Francis (see the Fragment of Autobiography), But lam not aware 
of any scandal about her at this date. 
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writings by tlie first opportunity. I am afraid all is wrong in that 
quarter. It is really so hot, that you must take the will for the 
deed. Besides, I expect to send you a monstrous heap of letters 
from Eden, Kirkman, and your father. Sir Jeffery AmhersFs 
government of Virginia has been taken from him and given to 
Lord Botetourt.^ The former is so highly offended that he has 
resigned his Regiments. Now this you see is American news. 
I can tell you, moreover, that in consequence of the last peaceable 
advices from Boston, two regiments of 500 men each are going 
there in a hurry. 

My wife and children are at your service, and so your most 
obedient humble servant, 

P. Fe. 

You will excuse my brevity upon the principle of not riding a free 
horse to death. 


Dr, Francis to Ids Son, 

Bath, September 3, 1768. 

Dear Phil. — When I used to read pretty books, I was much plea sed 
with the hero of one of them, who had laid up a sum of money, wliich 
he called the Bank of Friendship. He lent it without interest to liis 
friends, if indeed W’e can lend money to a friend without interest. 
Whether you have such a bank I do not know, but I was at an 
anchor here last week, and bid upon the credit of it for somewhat 
more than necessaries. I am therefore compelled to tell you I shall 
be much obliged to you for a thirty pound note next post. Beside 
the interest of friendship, I shall with pleasure pay any expenee that 
attends it, when either my spiritual or temporal revenues come in. 

Why don’t you write to me ? ’Tis a paltry situation to know 
nothing more, and in such times as these, than what everybody know's. 
I had a long letter yesterday from Ingress : Amherst and America 
and his Majesty of Denmark — and, of more importance to his 
happiness, Mrs, Bride has brought him another son. What’s 
become of your promise of a boy? Girls are only the mama’s 
children, and I want some assistance in my plan of education. 
I wish you would translate the Proccenium of Quintilian’s sixth 


^ Compare the first notice of this fiercely discussed transaction (the dis- 
missal of Sir Jefiery Amherst) in the Junius letter signed L. L. (^MiscolL’ 
August 5, 1768.) The subject, as readers of Junius are aware, occupies a 
considerable portion of the ^ Miscellaneous Letters/ during the whole autumn 
of 1768. There was undoubtedly some private reason at work for its constant 
reproduction in the ^ Advertiser j ' hut not traceable in the Francis papers. 
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book. It is a ‘v^^ork of a fatker’s lieart. However, you have all my 
wishes, all my hopes, for that alarmmg terrible hour, whatever it 
may produce. 

Farewell ! 

Whose is that famous letter to L. H — h, signed Lucius 

On September 8, 1768, Mr. Grenville received the 
second letter (which he endorsed ‘ anonymous^), headed 
in the ‘ Grenville Papers,’ ^ from the author of Junius.’ 
It is at all events evidently from ‘ C.’ 

It may not be improper (he says) you should know the public 
is entirely mistaken with respect to the author of some late 
publications in the newspapers. Be assured that he is a man quite 

unknown and unconnected At a proper time he will solicit 

the honour of being known to you ; he has present important 
reasons for wishing to be concealed. Some late papers, in which 
the cause of this country and the defence of your character and 
measures have been thought not ill maintained; others signed 
Lucius^ and one or two upon the new Commission of Trade, with a 
multitude of others, came from this hand. They have been taken 
notice of by the public. May I plead it as a merit with you, Sir, 
that no motives of vanity shall ever discover the author of this letter ? 
If an earnest wish to serve you gives me any claim, let me entreat 
you not to suffer a hint of this communication to escape you to any 
hochj, Grenville Papei-s,’ iv. 355.) 

The editor of the ‘ Grenville Papers ’ observes that the 
last two words were underscored in the original MS., 
apparently by George Grenville himself, indicating his 
determination to keep the secret thus confided to him. 

Dr, Frauds to Ms Son, 

Bath, September 7, 1768. 

I am to acknowledge and -thank you, as I do most sincerely, for 
your twice fifteen pounds, and yet more for the strength of your 
bank, though I shall not be obliged to dra-w on it again, as I put off 
the evil hour of borrowing as far as possible. You may believe 
I feel your punctuality very sensibly. 

^ Lucius to the Earl of Hillsborough, Aitgiist 20, 1768. (Letter xxxv. 
Miscellaneous.)— Bohn's Gunius/ ii, 210, 
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The challenge in Luckis^s letter is probably Lord Gr. S. ; his 
lordship may now be convinced. He won’t fight. But what a 
'poltroon is Lord H., or why not make a merit of avowing that he 
has acted as he thought best for the public service. But is he less 
despicable than his brother ministers ? . . . . 

Pray when you go again to Ingress, read my letters ; they are 
written upon my first thoughts, and will require much attention and 
correction.^ 

The personal and violent ‘ challenges ’ of Lucius to Lord 
Hillsborough in his letters of August 29 and September 1, 
are so numerous, that it is not easy to see to what exact 
expression the Doctor refers. It would seem, however, 
that for some reason or other — very possibly at his son’s 
instigation — ^he had taken up for the moment the notion 
that Lucius.was Lord George Sackville. 

A few letters, carefully preserved by Philip Francis in 
his manuscript letter book, which passed between Dr. 
Francis and Mr. Calcraft about the middle of this year, 
may be adverted to in this place as showing the terms of 
close intimacy which existed between the families. 
Wliatever the Doctor’s freedom of private life may have 
been, and whatever association may have existed between 
him and Calcraft in the days when George Anne Bellamy 
acted as presiding lady in the latter’s establishment, 

^ It appears therefore that Philip Francis was by this time an habitual 
visitor to Calcraft at Ingress. The ^ letters ^ seem to have been papers 
written by Dr. Francis on subjects of classical inquiry. One passage is not 
without its personal interest. He is speaKing of the importance of instruction 
in reading aloud. ^ You and I hnow a gentleman ’ (Mr. Fox, Lord Holland), 
^whom I shall always love, and sincerely wish I could esteem. This 
gentleman at four years old could read (aloud, he means) ^ the Bihle : the 
most improper book for that purpose ever put into the hands of children, 
and from whence, perhaps, he is at this moment the very worst reader I 
ever heard. From this too early spirit of reading, he has even now a con- 
fused, hesitating, and yet precipitate utterance. What other superiority, 
surely not of political knowledge and abilities, had his great rival in ambition 
(Mr. Pitt) over him, except that of language, words, and periods ? Yet he 
really talked him out of the House of Commons.’ 
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Francis seems to have been a true friend and thoughtful 
adviser to Calcraft in the matter of the education of his 
young son John, which at present occupied his thoughts. 
Two long and carefully corrected letters on this subject 
(without date, but of this time), and a manuscript essay, 
headed ‘Dr. Francis to John Calcraft,’ have been pre- 
served by Sir Philip. The latter seems to have been 
intended for publication. 

Calcraft appears to acknowledge them in the following 
(in his own handwriting) : — 

Ingress, Jnly 23, 1768. 

I need not tell jou Low Leartily we rejoice to Lear of yonr safe 
arrival, or Low ardently we wisli you health. Besides real friend- 
ship and affection, in all probability on you depends the welfare and 
credit of our darling Jack. He has from his first speaking been 
taught to drink your health ; and shall be daily kept to it 

Garrick spent a chearfull day at Ingress last week. We talk’d 
over your most friendly resolution about Jack. I will not attempt 
to convey Lis applause. But my boy apart, he express’d himself 
much pleased that this country would be enriolied by a digested 
plan of education from you. 

The next (from the same) shows at once the general 
coincidence of judgment between Calcraft and the author 
of Junius, and liis personal friendship for Philip Francis. 

Ingress, October 20, 1768. 

You cannot conceive the satisfaction, as well indeed as instruction, 
I derive from the perusal of youi' treatise 

Bead a letter signed Atticus in Wednesday’s ‘ Public Advertiser,’ 
and differ from him if you can. (N.B. the letter of October 19.) 
A general and prompt attack oh the administration : ‘ Such is the 
council by which the best of sovereigns is advised, and the greatest 
nation on earth governed.’ 

Our friend Phil, would send you an account of the masq[uerade, 
which with half the company would have been both elegant and 
clever. He enjoy’d it exceedingly ; and will you believe I went up 
to it with much pleasure. .... 
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To return to the regular series of letters : — 

Francis to Macrahie. 

London, October 3, 1768. 

Informs Hm of the birth of his son. 

I am now to thank yon for yonr letter of August 17. Pliny 
himself could not write better. We were apprehensive that a 
pacquet had been lost. Your account of the Moravians is pleasant 
enough, particularly the community of women. In that article 
society is pretty nearly on the same footing here ! I have sent you 
two more letters from Harris and Coleman, without knowing 
whether you ever received the first. Butherford had taken some- 
thing so much amiss, that he went to France to conceal his resent- 
ment. Since that he has sold his share of the patent, and this day 
gives us a grand dinner at the new tavern in Bishopsgate Street. This 
last, I take it, is not the readiest way to repair his fortune. We are 
all raving mad about the king of Denmark's masquerade,' which is 
to be given next Monday. The tickets bear a higher premium than 
those in the lottery. I have got one, and expect two more, to the 
grief of my friends and the astonishment of my enemies. 

Your acquaintance here, I think, are all in statu quo. Mrs. 
Lessingham being hissed at her first appearance, made a speech to 
the audience, which brought them all over to her side. 

Pray keep a look-out about the lands : though may I be eternally 
curst, if ever I cross the Atlantic, at least at my own expence. 

The price of com is greatly fallen, and this, I think, is the only 
good public intelligence we have. As to the rest, the stocks go 
down, and nothing is expected but bloodshed and battery. 


All this I have written before breakfast. My appetites, if not my 
passions are up in arms, and desire their compliments to you, and 
so farewell. 

P. Fr. 


Ft. Francis to Ms Son. 

Path, October 6, 1768. 

Will one letter be sufiSlcient for my congratulations upon three 
such happy events — ^your wife’s recovery from that hour of terror ; 
your own from a very alarming disorder ; and the birth of your son ? 
You are now, my dear Phil., beginning to be a father with other 
duties and affections than you have ever yet Imown. A mother 


^ See Walpole to Lord Strafford, Oct. 10, 1768. 
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dresses lier girls, and makes their persons fine, a science which she 
well understands ; hut in his boys, a father’s cares are employed in 
forming their hearts to yirtne, to sentiments of humanity, and 
improving their minds by his superior knowledge and experience. 
Perhaps the papers whicli I am now drawing up for Mr. Cal craft’s 
boy may not be unuseful to yours. 

I thank you for your letter. Without Mr. D — ^y’s very different 
stating of facts, it would have for ever damned Sir J. Am — st. I do 
not, however, use the word damned in our horrible scriptural meaning. 
In the sober — alas ! too sober — understanding of almost threescore, I 
envy your madness of masquerading. But with all your titles of 
Secretary at War,^ &c., have you not a right to a ticket ? I wish 
you success with all my heart. 

Mr. D — ^y will, I think, give a tolerable account of me. I intro- 
duced Mr. Wa — to him yesterday, as your acquaintance. Fare- 
well! All my wishes. 

Sally begs of me to send her congratulations ; I dare vouch them 
very sincere. 

On this last letter Mr. Parkes remarks as follows : — 

In September 1768, Francis was in ill health, and being much at 
home it is probable that he had more leisure to compose letters. 
And accordingly, between August 29 and September 20, ten miscel- 
laneous letters are, besides their internal evidence, probably correctly 
assigned to him by Woodfall and Dr. Good. They are letters under 
the signatures of Lucius^ Cleophas^ and L. L. — one unsigned. The 
last letter, of September 20, is signed Lucms. At the end of that 
month his illness became aggravated. A letter from his father at 
Bath, of October 6, speaks of the son recovering from ‘ an alarming 
disorder.’ ISTow no letter is further ascribed to the same writer, 
between September 20 and October 6, till the first letter in the 
** Public Advertiser ’ of the latter day. The signature after this inter- 
regnum is again changed for that of Attimis. It is singular that the 
disease was an acute inflammation in one eye. 

To Chnsto^lier TTOi/ly^ Usq,, at Bath. 

War Office, October 6, 1768. 
While all the town is running mad 
After the Danish masquerade, 

And every shop is thronged with beaux 
Bespeaking masks and dominos, 

^ See the end of the next chapter for observation as to the exact nature of 
Philip Francis’s position at the War Office. 
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I who have learnt to live b j rule, 

And am too old to play the fool, 

Think I pursue a nobler end 
In writing to an absent friend, 

Wlio, I am sure, mil laugh with me 
At all this mimick fooleiy. 

What life can masquerade afford 
Equal to health and strength restored ? 

Thy waters, Bath ! of power divine, 

More joys dispense than Gallic wine ; 

How much in virtue they excel — 

How cheer the heart — let D’Oyly tell. 

Wisely of noidhern blasts afraid — 

Frequent the genial South Parade, 

Where, sheltered by the neighboring hills, 

The milder air a softness steals. 

And borrowing from the flower’s perfume, 

Gives Chloe’s cheek returning bloom. 

Of wholesome viands eat your fill, 

But shun the shop of master Gill : 

All ills are there in ambush laid, 

The devT dressed in masquerade — 

Soup a la turtle, cayann’d high, 

Yeal a la daube, and rich French pyo. 

Small Lansdowne mutton I should chuse 
Before kickshaws and French ragouts. 

Take this advice without a fee 
(A thing ■uncommon, Sir, with me) — 

But when a friend is in the case 
Custom to gratitude gives place. 

All in this office wish you well, 

But none more truly than H, LJ 

On October 20, 1768, was written the third and most 
remarkable anonymous letter, supposed from the ' author 
of Junius,’ to George Grenville. It encloses one of AUicn^^ 
extracted from the ‘ Public Advertiser.’ 

The town is curious (says the -writer) to know the author. Every- 
body guesses, some are quite certain, and all are mistaken. Some, 

^ I have not been able to trace the author of this effusion j doubtless some 
comrade of P’Ojly and Francis in their office; perhaps Lewis, at this time 
chief clerk, who afterwards succeeded Francis. 
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wLo bear your character, give it to the Rockingbams (a policy I 
do not understand) : and Mr. Bourke ^ denies it as ke would a fact 
whicb. be wished to have believed. It may be proper to assure you 

that no man living knows or even suspects the author The 

< Grand Council’ was mine, and, I may say with truth, almost every ~ 
tlimg that for two years past has attracted the attention of the 

public Until you are minister I must not permit myself to 

think of the honour of being known to you. When that happens, 
you will not find me a needy or a troublesome dependant.’ (Grenville 
Papers, iv. 379.) 


Dr, Fimicis to his 8o7i. 

Bath, November 13, 1768. 

If life, my dear Phil., has at a certain period very little desirable in 
it, I really think our frequently meditating upon death has nothing 
terrible. For myself, I feel not the terrors of religion, and reason 
has none for me. To die is but to change our mode of existence, 
according to the pleasure of the only good, and infinitely good, 
Being. This world, its pleasures, its passions, politics, with regard 
to me are rapidly passing away ; yet I am not grown quite indif- 
ferent to the fate of empires and kingdoms — of America or 
Corsica. Why then never once mention them ? But the man to whom 
I am indebted for all your happiness, and for almost all I myself 
enjoy, ^ shall he have a contest of honour or of interest, and can I be 
thought insensible and unconcerned in it ? The borough of Ware- 
ham — ^I know not either the circumstances or the event, although 
I have applied to the Father of the H. of C.’s, Lord Bathurst, and 


^ It will be seen from various passages in Francis’s domestic correspon- 
dence that he was for some reason or other bent on ascribing the anonymous 
‘Advertiser letters to Burke. See the paper by Dr. Francis of ^ Remarks on 
Junius,’ in the Appendix. The editor of the ^Grenville Papers ’ says : ^This 
letter is written upon a quarto sheet of paper, bearing in the watermark the 
maker’s name, J. Portal. It corresponds so precisely in this respect, as 
well as in size, quality, and gilt edges, that it may have formed part of the 
same quire as the paper upon which a letter from Lord Temple to Mr. 
Grenville was written just one week before.’ The editor, Mr. W. J. Smithy 
as is well known, ascribed the authorship of Junius to Lord Temple. I 
have not found any observations of Mr. Parkes on this confidential letter ; 
which was followed, within two months, by the very complimentary 
anonynrous printed letter in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ to the same statesman. 
(Miscellaneous, December 15, 1768.) 

® Mr. Calcraft. He had lately purchased the estates of the Pitt and Drax 
families at Wareham, giving him the command of the borough. 
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a veiy able member, Sir Wm. Baker. I need not say, I do most 
anxiously wish to hear from you 


Bath, November 24, 1768, 

I do not often believe the tales of Bath, but that of [cut out] was 
vouched with such circumstances — a division in the House, a majority 
of four, but in whose favour they could not tell. Indeed I more than 
believed ; I was heartily alarmed. 

What ! a young man of your piudence never make his will untill 
he was startled by our poor Chitty’s death ? At your age I gene- 
rally made my will every day, for I seldom went to bed with a guinea 
in my pocket. Even now I have not a shilling in all the funds, lot- 
teries, banks of England, except yours. I therefore draw upon you 
for twenty pounds till my spiritualities arrive at Christmas from 
Barrow. It would not be difficult to got it here, and not upon un- 
reasonable terms, but for the awkwardness of confessing our wants ; 
besides, I have often felt a pleasure in owing an obligation to one I 
love. 

I thank you for my books. The paper book is really so rich and 
so fine, that I have not the heart to blot it with my scrawl. ^ The 
Ciceros — I fear I am almost spoiled for a Christian divine, and here- 
after shall never addict myself to any but heathen lore. Farewell ! 
Mrs. Walsh expects you at Christmas, and you may depend on a 
party of everlasting whist. 


Bdth, November 27, 1768. 

Thanks, my dear Phil., a thousand thanks, the thanks of my whole 
heart, for the pleasure with which I read your letter. What a spirit 
has our friend ‘ C.’ I have been always of opinion that few things 
are impossible, but he has absolutely convinced me that nothing is 
impossible. Surely virtue is something more than a name. If at 
this distance, and wholly uninterested, I could not read Sir J. N.’s 
glorious contest with the abject L. M. without a kind of rapture, 
what must he himself feel in the consciousness of having done his 
duty with a spirit worthy of all praise, infinitely greater than that 
we pay to all human abilities. Let me read it again and I will 
inclose instantly, believe me, without shewing it even to L. Ches — ^ 
tho’ I confess I am strongly tempted. 

I presume when you come to Bath you will eke out your pious 
‘ Deo volente ’ with the classical ‘ Fortuna favente ' of Jack Wade. 
Prithee endeavour to see him, and know whether I may expect to see 

^ Lord Chesterfield. One of his letters to G-eneral Irvine is dated from 
Bath, Nov. 27, 1768. (Correspondence, by Lord Mahon, iv. 479.) 
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him. My Grenl. Satidford, too, has promised me. Then will we 
spend onr merry Xtmas with — ^no, not with all the religions joy of the 
primitive Xtians. Farewell ! . . . . 

Yonr idea of hrain blow and the regular troops in H. of C. pleases 
me mnch. Good discipline makes good soldiers. Once more, fare- 
well ! 

The fact of Francis’s joining his father’s Christmas 
circle at Bath — and the kind of life which they led there 
— appear from the following letter to his wife : — 

Bath, December 24, 1768. 

My dearest Bess, — A round of cards and claret has almost turned 
ray head ; but I will not deny you the satisfaction of knowing that 
I am as well as a man can be who sits up late and spends his time 
in good company. 

We have dined twice with Mrs. Chandler ; they will leave Bath 
about the same time that I do. I am vastly obliged to you for your 
letter. Pray write me all the news, about my children, &c. No- 
thing here is worth speaking of. 

Yours I am and hope to remain, 

P. F. 
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CIIAI'TEE VII. 

JUNIUS. 

[-Et. 20-32.] 

First lettor of tlie Junius collortion, Jan. 21, 1700— Draper Correspon- 
dence — liosenliagen and Ur, Johnson — Coincidence of subjects between 
the J iiniiia letters and Francis’s domestic correspondence— The Ad- 
dress to the lung— Deports of Lord Chatham’s speeches— Lord North 
Premier — Absences of Francis from town coincident with cessations of 
Junius — Alfair of the Falkland Islands — Charles Fox and ^ Ulysses ’ — 
Political disappointment of Francis and Calcraft— Junius and Horne 
— Imperfect legal knowledge of Jiinius— Conclusion of Junius, 1772 
Qnarrel with Lord Ikiningion — Francis leaves the AVar Odice — His 
relations with Calcraft at this time — Had Junius confederates ? 

The new year, 1709, finds Francis returning from liis 
.Cliristmas excursion to Bath. In the next letter he 
announces his anival in town to his brother-in-law : — 

. War Office, January 4, 17C9. 

My dear Mac. — ^After all seasonable coxnplmionts and good wishes 
on ray part, bo vso good as to read the inclosed history from your 
father. The good man writes enough for your whole family, and 
saves ray conscience a w^orlcl of scruples about the shortness of my 
letters. 

I am just returned from spending a riotous fortnight at Bath. 
Gravier and two others filled a post coach, which was dragged with 
no small velocity by four horses. We travelled like gentlemen, and 
lived like rakes. All our news here is that AYilkes is elected Alder- 
man of Farringdon AYitliout. At this rate I see no reason why ho 
may not bo Sheriff and Lord Mayor in regular succession ; mid why 
not Prime Minister before ho dies. In short nothing can be more 
ridiculous than every tiling that happens about tliis gentleman. 
Every attempt that has been made to injure or oppress him, has in 
reality doiu’ him service; yet after all I apprehend he w'iil infallibly 
be expelled the House of Commons. The election for Middlesex 
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has raised such a ferment, that even America has been laid aside, 
and Corsica not once thought of. The ministry are supposed to be 
in a strange state of confusion, and many changes are actually talked 
of. So much for news and politics. The domestic history of Duke 
Street is pretty much the same as in my last. My son — that is your 
nephew and Gravier’s godson — ^thrives admirably, though God knows 
the weather is bad enough to kill a horse. While I lived at Bath 
in every species of dehauche my health was unimpaired, but the 
moment I return to this cursed regnilarity of drinking nothing, and 
going to bed and getting up eaidy, me void enrJiume comme un iigre. 
I can hardly see, breathe, or speak ; therefore I see no reason why 
I should write any more. 

Sick or well, drunk or sober, 

Yours I remain, 

P. Fe. 

On January 21, 1769, appeared the letter to the 
printer of the ‘ Public Advertiser,’ which commences the 
printed series of the letters of Junius. It contained an 
attack on Lord Granby, which brought to the rescue Sir 
William Draper, and proved the commencement of a 
correspondence which attracted a great deal of attention 
to the anonymous writer under the new mask. The 
following memorandum on the subject of Sir W. Draper’s 
personal history was composed by Mr. Parkes. That Sir 
W. Draper was a personal friend of Dr. Francis, as a fre- 
quenter of Bath, and known to his son, at the time when 
Junius was inflicting on him his severest stabs, is clear 
enough from the Doctor’s letters which follow. But we 
know enough by this time, or shall know hereafter, of 
Francis, to be aware that this affords no reason for doubting 
the authorship. It must have given a zest to the occupa- 
tion of attacking Sir W. Draper, that Francis was able to 
throw out mystifying allusions, such as must have tanta- 
lized the knight with the feeling that his correspondent 
knew him well. ‘ I should be glad to know where you 
have received your intelligence. Was it in the rooms at 
Bath, or in your retreat at Clifton ‘if ’ 
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‘ Sir William Draper was an Etonian, and of King’s College, Cam- 
bridge, and entered tbe militarj" service of the East India Company. 
In 1760, lie was given the rank of a colonel in the king’s army, with 
Laurence and Clive, and in that year returned to England. In 1761, 
he was with the expedition to Bclleisle, and was promoted to the 
rank of brigadier. In 1763, he sailed with Admiral Cornish from 
Madras on August 1 for the Bay of Manilla, anchoring before the 
Fort of Manilla on September 27. The fort, surprised, surrendered 
on October 6. The terms of surrender comprised an article by 
which the Spanish possession was redeemed from plunder of the 
British by an agreed ransom of 4,000,000 of dollars — half to be paid 
ininiediatel}^, and the other half at an agreed time. The Spanish 
Government of the island drew on Madrid for the first half, but pay- 
ment was repudiated and never made. The British ministry, in the 
premiership of Lord Halifax, meanly brooked this breach of the law 
of nations, and never coerced payment. Draper’s personal share of 
the I’ansom, as commaiider-in-chief, would have realised to him 
25,000Z: ; his officers and men proportionately sharing in the prize 
money. The diplomatic intercourse between the creditor and the 
debtoi*, the governments of Great Britain and Spain, were disgraceful 
to the repudiator. Sir William Draper published an answer to the 
arguments of Spain; and during successive administrations ho 
pressed on his own government the duty of either forcing Spain 
to respect her own honour, or by British money at least to do justice 
to the troops employed in the capture of Manilla. Our own go- 
vernment was deal‘ to the demands for justice. But Sir William 
Draper received the knighthood of the Bath, and the colonelcy of 
the IGth Regiment of Infantry. He afterwards resigned his colonelcy 
to Colonel Gisborne for the considei'ation of his half pay and an 
Irish annuity. 

‘ Sii' William Draper on his first controversy with Junim was 
usually resident at Clifton. His first unpi'ovoked letter to Junius 
was written at Clifton, and published in a letter to the printer of 
the ^‘Public Advertiser” on January 26, 1769. His last letter to 
Junius, addressed pei'sonally to the latter, bears date February 27 of 
the same year. Junius, in liis letter of March 9 following, had the last 
•word, so far as regards this original matter of controversy. In a note 
by Junius to his own authorised and corrected edition of the letters 
(Woodfall, 1772, vol. i. p. 61), he asserts that Lord Granby desired 
Draper to desist from writing in his lordship’s defence. This was 
probably a fact, as no contradiction was given by Draper to the 
averment of Junius. Here their original controversy first ended, 
till again revived by Draper on September 14 following. His pro- 

TOL. L O 
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vocation was a partial republication of Junius’s letters (of those then 
so far written), which Junius in his reply calls “ a catchpenny pro- 
duction ” of a private printer, for whose publication he was not at 
all responsible. It is observable, that on this renewal of the contro- 
versy Draper confines himself exclusively to a vindication of his 
own personal honour, not reviving the political subjects of his 
original attack on Junius. To this attack Junius replied on Sep- 
tember 25, a rejoinder of Sir William Draper appearing on Octo- 
ber 7. Junius again had the last word, in a final reply of the date of 
October 7, therein closing all direct personal controversy with Sir 
William Draper. A week previously Sir William Draper took a 
passage in a Bristol merchantman to South Carolina and sailed for 
America.’ — [J. Parke s.] 

According to a note in Bolin’s ‘Junius’ (i. 116), lie 
arrived at Charlestown in January 1770, and married his 
second wife, Miss De Lancey, at New York. This lady 
died in 1778. Among Sir Philip Francis’s miscellaneous 
papers are copies by himself of some letters of a melan- 
choly description which passed in that year between Sir 
William and Maria Hart, an actress who had lived with 
him, and who solicited pecuniary assistance, which Draper 
laments his inability, from extreme poverty, to afford her. 
He describes his situation as very miserable. Francis ap- 
pears to have relieved the applicant. Draper, however, 
became afterwards Governor of Mmorca, and died in 
1787. 

The curious indication of the position of Junius as a 
clerk in the War Office (and therefore Francis) afforded 
by his mistake respecting the oath attached to General 
Draper’s pension has been the subject of various comments ; 
and I will only refer to it here. 

The story told in Campbell’s ‘ Life of Hugh Boyd,’ that 
some months after the letters of Jrmius were published 
collectively, Draper said to Boyd ‘that though Junius 
had treated him with extreme severity, he now looked 
upon him as a very honest fellow ; that he freely forgave 
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him the bitterness of his censures, and that there was no 
man with whom he would more gladly drink a bottle of 
old Burgundy,’ seems scarcely credible, or confused in 
point of date, as Draper was then in America. But it is 
a curious circumstance that when Francis was attacked, 
in 1787, in the House of Commons, for having allowed 
himself to be included in the list of managers in the 
impeachment of Hastings — ^his personal enemy — ^lie cited 
Sir William Draper as a person whom he had consulted, 
and who approved of his conduct. ‘The honourable 
person,’ he said, ‘ whom I consulted is no more. . . . Those 
who knew Sir William Draper, I am sure will acknowledge 
that there could not be a stricter and more scrupulous 
judge of points of honour than he was.’ — ^Debate of 
December 11, 1787. 

Dr. Francis to Ins Shk 

Bath, January 28, 1769. 

Be not alarmed, my dear Pliil., wlicn I confess I am greatly alarmed 
at the disorder you complain of. My tears are perhaps only the 
feebleness of old age, and the natural weakness of its nerves. You 
say, your old disorder. Sally only remembers the violence of your 
headaches, for which Mr. Adair prescribed bleeding. This may be 
a momentary relief, yet ruinous to the constitution ; it may cure 
the disorder and kill the patient. A self-physician and of no mean 
experience, may 1 give my advice ? I have found much good oifect 
from plunging my head eveiy morning into a large bason of cold 
water. It is a partial cold bath, applied immediately to the part 
affected. However, I desire you write of no more Wilkes and 
politics. I will not purchase a moment’s pleasure in knowing our 
state of liberty, by your suffering an hour’s pain of writing 
about it. 

I would yesterday have acknowledged your Drummond’s bills, 
but our post does not go out on a Friday. You need not send me 
an account of my property, as you call it. Only keep your own 
side of it right, and mine cannot be wrong. Give all my love to 
Mr. Oalcraft. Tell him he is to expect a very spirited and exceeding 
honourable defence of L. G— y against the virulent Junius, by 
our friend Sir W. D— r, I truly honour him for it 
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I really pity poor Wilkes : ‘ Die flieot, poor suffering wretch, and be 
at peace.’ Our miaistry have made him considerable. Persecution 
in Politics makes Heroes, as in Religion it ma,kes Martyrs. Will 
they banish him to France, a Coriolanus to his country; or to 
America, the mischief of Enthusiasm ? Whimsical religion — ^whim- 
sical politics 

I am with all affection yours, 

P. P, 

Bath, January 5, 1769. 

Your letters of last week did not require an immediate answer, 
and I can now only desire you to accept my best thanks, and particu- 
larly for one very kind offer in them. With regard to Mr. J ennings, 
I cannot have the least doubt ; but as a failure in the time of pay- 
ment may hereafter, though not at present, be a little inconvenient 
— however, in this and every other of my affairs act as you think 
fitting 

Pray tell Mr. Calcraft he need not make me any apology for not 
writing to me. He has a thousand engagements. I have only one, 
probably the only object of my future life, but I am so entirely 
atque omnis m hoc sum, that I hate thinking of anything else. But 
in truth what can a man, tho* somewhat wiser than I am, think 
of in these times with pleasure 

[Cut out,^] 

illness though a little dangerous that hindered his going. Then 
the Norwich’s instructions, the ‘ N. Briton,’ Moore’s Letter, and the 
very injudicious prosecution of Wilkes. If I had a thousand 
pounds a year in our best terra firma, I should have ten thousand 
fears that the next political torrent would wash it away. But you, 
and I wish it very sincerely, may live to see better times. 

Farewell ! 

I really honour Sir W. D — r. I know the motives of his 
writing. Qui non defendit, alio culpa/nie. I wish his letter had 
been shorter ; perhaps you think so too of this epistle. 

Bath, February 11, 1769. 

Poor Sir William ! I am glad he is gone to Clifton, where he 
may eat his own heart in peace. So sensible to friendship, what 
must he suffer in his feelings for his own Reputation I When 
he repeated to me some passages of his letter, I bid him prepare his 
best philosophy for an Answer. But who is this Devil Junius, or 

^ It will be seen that this and subsequent letters to Ms son, which touch on 
dangerous ground, have been carefully mutilated, no doubt by the receiver. 
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rather Legion of Devils ? Is it not B — k’s pen dipp’d in the Gall of 
Sa — lie’s heart ? ^ Poor Sir William ! . . . . 

I this moment receiv’d your last. It is reckoned among the 
arts of writing to leave something to the reader’s Imagination or 
Understanding. But Figures, I find, mnst he punctual and positive, 
and express whatever they know. What wonder, when we reckon 
our money by them ? But I really did not know either the real 
or supposed Humber of Inhabitants of England. However, you 
perfectly understood the question. You have only stated it better 
than I did. If the gentleman to whom I have given so much 
trouble, should ever come to Bath, I desire you will let me know it, 
that I may personally thank him. In the meantime all my compli- 
ments.^ .... 

Bath, February 18, 1769. 

Dear Phil. — I send you the enclosed, not to save my general the 
oxpence of postage, but because you are a little, indeed very little 

concerned in it. I am very glad Mr. B thought it would do 

honour to Mr. B ’s abilities, for as to [cut out] what may he not 

dare ? Does not he know, he won’t fight ? How do I already 
tremble at to-morrow ! Wliat a commission for my weak nerves 
and shattered understanding ! But good night. Thanks for 
Stainforth. 

Francis to Macmhie. 

War Office, April 5, 1769. 

My dear Brother, — ^Your friend Mr. Wharton has delivered his 
credentials. I have been, and shall be, as civil to him as I possibly 
can. He gives me such an account of you as is enough to make me 
love the man without farther recommendations. He says you are 
better received than any young man that ever went to America, and 
that you are likely, if the trade be not quite lost, to form such com- 
mercial connexions as you may improve to a happy establishment at 
home. I wish you yourself would give me some hints of this 
nature to keep up my spirits. 

The private history goes on as usual. My wife and children 
except Sally, are as fat as you could wish. My son is the finest boy 

^ Br. Francis was so much interested in the * Draper ^ correspondence, 
that it is a fair conjecture that it was still in his mind, and that the initial 
stands for Burhe^ whom he certainly at times suspected of being Junixis, 

^ Dr. Francis had, as we have seen, the same habit which his son (and 
Jimim) retained, but which was very common among writers of English in 
this time — that of a profuse use of capital letters. Having indicated this 
by a few specimens, it is not proposed to continue it, as this antiquated 
practice is unpleasant to the modem reader’s eye. 
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of that age (viz, six months) in the universe. For politics and 
news I refer you to the enclosed paper : it is a curiosity even here, 
and will be much more so in Philadelj^hia. Your friends of the 
crown party are in statu quo. Tell me something about lands. 

I own it would be more to my credit to be able to fill a sheet to 
you once a month than write in the manner I do ; but I think my 
bi*ainSj whenever I sit down to write a letter, are addled ; and for 
the life of me I cannot get one step farther, so I remain, 

Yours, P. Fr. 

Apropos, I condole with you on the death of your aunt. One 
naturally grieves at the death of a person who leaves one nothing 
to rejoice at. This has been always my case. No poor devil ever 
had so little reason to rejoice at the death of his relations. 

London, May 5, 1769. 

My dear Brother, — The last packet brought me no letter from 
Philadelphia, so I have nothing to answer. If you do not furnish 
me with materials, the stream of my correspondence will flow in a 
narrow channel. We have politics enough, God knows, but as 1 
have not the honour to be entrusted with the secrets of either party, 
I can give you nothing but what you will see much more elegantly 
set forth in the newspapers. Truth is out of the question. Eacli 
party says and belie’^es just what suits themselves without decency 
or moderation, and a neutral party is detested by both. A philoso- 
pher has no more chance among them than a cat in hell. (I wish, 
by the by, that the person who stole my cat were in the warmest 
corner the devil could find for him.) The famous Middlesex petition 
was intended to have been presented to the King this day, but I 
hear that it is now deferred until Tuesday next. The same day, 
the counsel on behalf of the freeliolders of Middlesex, w^ho presented 
a petition to the House of Commons last Saturday against Colonel 
Luttrell’s keeping his seat, is to be heard at the bar of the House. 

My wife and children are in a flourishing condition. Your 
Quaker and Mr. Cox assure me that if the American trade be not 
quite lost, you are likely to form connexions in that way, by which 
you may establish yourself advantageously at home. Comfort me 
with a confirmation of this intelligence 

Adieu, my dearest friend ! p. 

r— is lower than Tartarus. Bosenhagen is become a great 
partisan for Wilkes, and in a short time will probably keep him 
company. 

I hate faction for my own part because I am in place. 

Yours, yours. 
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The allusion in the above letter to the ‘ Luttrell ’ ques- 
tion, and to Eosenhagen in connection with it, requires a 
passing notice. Eosenhagen, it will be remembered, has 
been named by some as Junius ; an impossible supposition, 
as he was out of England during part of the time of its 
appearance : and which is also negatived by his hand- 
writing, quite different from that both of Francis and of 
Junius. The Middlesex election controversy occupied the 
pen of Junius during great part of 17 G 9. And it drew'' 
into the field Dr. Johnson, who in what Boswell calls his 
‘first and favourite pamphlet,' the ‘False Alarm,’ published 
early in 1770, took the side of Lord North. Surprise has 
been expressed by some that Junius, so fertile in retorts, 
never published any reply to this pamphlet, and it has 
been suggested that he thought his secret might be en- 
dangered, in tlie event of a public controversy wnth so 
well-known an opponent. Mr. Parkes throws some light 
on the subject, in a memorandum which I subjoin byway 
of note.^ 

1 Almon says, in Ms edition of ^ Junius/ ISOG, that lie published for 
Eosenhagen a pamphlet in answer to Dr. Johnson's ‘Fiilse Alarm/ the 
inferiority of which h'ochure, ho quaintly says, w'ould acquit him much 
better of the imputation of the Jmdiis authorship * than any reasoning of 
mine can.’ This pamphlet was published in 1770, entitled ^ A letter to Samuel 
Johnson, LL.D.’ A copy is bound up in one of Francis’s volumes of tracts 
and papers relating to Junius. It does not, however, merit the degree of 
inferiority Almon awards it. Indeed there are remarkable passages in its 
fifty-four octavo pages, such as render it probable, in the force and satire, to 
have received ^ touches ’ of Junius. Francis was the most intimate friend of 
Eosenhagen, Ms constant convivial companion. It is unlikely that Eosen- 
hagen wrote or published any political pamphlet at the period without the 
knowledge of Francis. It is not unlikely that Francis may have covertly 
encouraged if not have employed Eosenhagen to reply to Johnson in aid of 
Junius, as Junius did not himself reply to or even notice Johnson's 
^ False Alarm.’ Francis’s own copy of the latter anonymous pamphlet 
is inscribed on the title page ‘by Samuel Johnson,’ therefore it must 
have been as equally well known to Francis as to Junius ; and Francis 
also possessed a copy of Eosenhagen’s anonymous reply. It has been well 
observed that probably Junius, though replying, in the letters to Draper, 
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On May 30, 1769, Junius addresses the Duke of Graf- 
ton in a long and libellous letter, of which the following 
passages are worth comparing with the private letter to 
Macrabie which immediately follows, from the manner in 
which three disconnected subjects — happening to be pre- 
sent at once to the writer’s mind — follow each other : — 

If, instead of disowning Lord Shelburne, the British court had 
interposed with dignity and firmness, you know, my lord, that 
Corsica would not have been invaded. 

I am not versed in the politics of the north : but this, I believe, 
is certain, that half the money you have distributed to carry the 
expulsion of Mr. “Wilkes, or even your secretary’s share in the last 
subscription, would have kept the Turlcs at your devotion. 

Marriage is the point on which every rake is stationary at last. 
One would think that you had had sufficient experience of the frailty 
of nuptial engagements, or, at least, that such a friendship as 
the Duke of Bedford’s might have been secured to you by the 
auspicious marriage of your late duchess with his nephew. But ties 
of this tender nature cannot be drawn too close. 


Horne Tooke, Blackstone, and almost all his avowed opponents, did not 
answer Johnson j the ‘ False Alarm ’ being anonymous, and Junius fearing 
lest by a direct controversy with Johnson he might afford a greater chance 
of his own identity being detected, and so fall into a ministerial trap. 
ISTevertheless it does not follow that Bosenhagen ever knew that Francis was 
himself Junius. ButAlmon narrates the singular circumstance that ^ about a 
twelvemonth before the commencement of the American War (when Francis 
was in India), Mr. W. Gr. Hamilton told him that Bosenhagen had been 
endeavouring to make Lord North believe that he was Jimiusj and attempt- 
ing to get a pension from the Minister on an undertaking to write no more. 
Almon adds : ^I gave little attention to the story, because I did not suppose 
that any one who knew Mr. Bosenhagen would suspect him.’ (Almon’s 
^ Junius,’ vol. i. p. xvi.) Long afterwards (as appears from some memo- 
randa of Lady Francis) Bosenhagen intimated his knowledge or suspicion 
of the real authorship of Jxmim so as to disquiet Francis. 

Francis had in his pamphlet collections the first and second editions of 
the ^ False Alarm,’ showing his interest in the controversy in question. 
And see Johnson’s ^ Thoughts on the late Transactions respecting Falkland 
Islands,’ and the singular stay of publication of the first edition for cancella- 
tion of some passages reflecting on Lord Bockingham. 
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Francis to Macrahie, 

War Office, June 7, 17G9. 

Dear Mac. — .... Tlic present state of politics stands thus : tlae 
Erencli liave lately received a severe check in Corsica, Nothing they 
have accomplished yet has done them any honour. Government 
assists Paoli underhand, and subscriptions are openly advertised for 
individuals to pay in their contributions to the cause of liberty. 

The Turks have been defeated and lost a place of some impor- 
tance. It is thought that this rupture with Eussia will be fatal to 
the Ottoman empire. Poland is ruined. Denmark is armed, and 
in a strong state of defence. The King of Sweden has declared his 
resolution to remain quiet and take no turn or part either way. 

Lord North has assured the House of Commons that, at the 
opening of next session, there is a resolution to accommodate 
matters with America, to the satisfaction of all parties. No bad 
news, I presume, for your worship. The Duke of Grafton is shorthj to 
he married to Miss Wrottesleij, a niece of the Duke of Bedford. This 
match occasions much speculation, as it threatens a close union of 
families, consequently a coalition of political strength. 

Wilkes has not of late been much the subject of conversation. 
The supporters of the Bill of Eights seemed to separate their 
interests from his, and I believe have done neither him nor 
themselves any good. The freeholders of Middlesex have presented 

their petition to the King without any apparent ehect Vale 1 

P. PiUXCIS. 

London, July 5, 1769. 

Dear Mac. — I find it so abominably hot, that if I had anything to 
write my fingers would hardly have strength to perform their 
office. But this is a state of weather which we have no great 
reason to complain of. If it had but fructifying virtue enough to 
bring my son’s teeth into view, I should not care if all the hay in 
England were reduced to tinder. His gums, however, perform the 
office of teeth to a miracle. 

News since my last. — Messrs. Townshend and Sawbridge are 
elected aldermen and sheriffs, with an astonishing unanimity. 

The Lord Mayor, sheriffs, and three City members are this day 
gone up with the City petition to the King. The county of Surrey 
have also voted a petition. The militia of Buckinghamshire have 
refiised to be embodied, and I hear this spirit prevails in other 
counties. Paoli escaped in an English vessel to Leghoim. The 
news from America make things worse and worse. Those from the 
East Indies rather better. I have just heard that when the Lord 
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Major presented the petition, he said, ^ Sir, this is a petition from 
jour Majestj^s Citj of London, complaining of grievances which 
we huniblj hope jour Majestj will redress.’ The King received it 
with indifference, gave it to one of the lords of the bedchamber, and 
passed on without speaking. Alderman Beckford then pulled the 
Lord Major hj the sleeve to draw him awaj. 

Be cautious how jou quote me for anj pohtical intelligence. We 
are assured that Lord Chatham is to be at the levee on Fridaj. 

I am going for a week to Tunbridge Wells. Give mj respects to 
all mj relations of all sexes, colours, and conditions. 

Yours most faithfallj, 

P. Fkancis. 

The Duke of Grafton is absolutelj married, and last Satunlaij 
chosen Ghancellor of Cainhrldge. 

Six days afterwards Junius adverts in liis sarcastic way 
to the Duke’s nomination to the same office. ‘ July 8, 
1769. — ^You will have reason to be thankful if you are 
permitted to retire to that seat of learning which, in 
contemplation of the system of your life, the comparative 
parity of your manners with those of your high steward, 
and a thousand other recommending circumstances, has 
chosen you to encourage the growing virtue of their 
youth, and to preside over their education.’ 

London, August 2, 1769. 

Mj dear Mac. — Your letters are alwajs verj copious, and verj 
entertaining, but the matter of them seldom requires an answer ; so 
I leave them at ho?ne when I write at the War Ofdce, and answer 
JOU as it happens. 

I see plainlj that one of mj lettei's to jou has miscarried, in which 
I told JOU that both our tickets were returned blanks. Fortune 
would not even trust us with twenty pounds. This miscarriage of 
mj letter vexes me, for I fear it has fallen into the hands of the 
Fhilistines, and what more was in it God knows. I suspect the 
misfortune happened while General Gage was at Boston 

Your sister is tormented with the cramp, and jour humble servant 
has actuallj the rheumatism in his left shoulder. Last night I had 
it on the other side. The change is pleasing enough. You are not 
my friend, if jou do not hear with more than ordinarj pleasure that 
Mr. Peter Godfrej, who died about three weeks ago, has left our 
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lionest Gravier a fortune in money and land equal to more than 
50,00OZ. Yet this gentleman was not his patron. His cxpoctaiions 
were always founded upon Mr. Thomas Godfrey, who is still alive, 
and wdio, I doubt not, will leave him the bulk of his fortune, 
H.B. The said Thomas is seventy-six, and has kept his room 
eighteen months. Is not this a glorious situation ? Pie has no 
enemies, and his friends are forced to confess he deserves it all. 


Dr, Fnincts to his Son. 

Biith, Aitgii&t 8. 1709. 

Dear Phil. — Instead of my jaunt to Plpnouth, I have been once 
more near the country from whose bourne, &c. ; however, at present 
I have put off the great journey, perhaps for — a few months. But 
since it is an impious violation of forms to laugh at the solemnity of 
dying, I do seriously assure you I had been so much out of order 
for some days before I received your dreadful account of my long- 
beloved Wade, that it wholly overwhelmed me. I was wakened out 
of the arms of death by shrieks of Oh ! he is dead — ^lie is dead ! But 
the dismal alternative eithtT of infrmy or ruin ! Is there no 
medium ? Can a father, can an husband, ought he — I mean has he o 
right — to give away the jiroporty and velfarc of his -wife and clilldren 
— hut for what ? For the reputation of being a man of honour — 
visionary nonsense ! Ho, not for the united opinions, \vet*o it possibles 
of all human kind. A married man, says Bac’on, has given hostages 
to fortune. He must play the knave and the fool with discretion. 

To con\dnce you I mean to live a little longer, I hope you have 
received Mr. Jennings’ moneys, and heg you will send me 20Z., for 
such is this whimsical world, we can neither come into it, live a few 
paltry years in it, or go out of it, without paying the fees of both 
life and death. What a prater I 

FareweE ! With all afffeetion yours, 

P. FitANnis. 

Send me some better news, if possible, of Mr. Wado,^ butliowe%^cr 
I do most earnestly beseech you send me the very worst. 

On August 16, 1769, Junius -writes to Woodfall (private, 
No. 7), ‘ I have been some days in the country.’ There 
is a cessation about this time of Francis’s family corre- 
spondence. 

The next letter to Macrabie announces the arrival of 

^ I have not discovered the occurrences to which this letter aEudes, 
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Francis’s cousin, young Eichard Tilghman or Tilman, 
from PhiladelpMa : he came to study law in England. 

London, September 6, 1769. 

My dear Friend, — Mr. Tilman seems to be a good bninonred, in- 
telligent young man. He will not, I believe, complain of my recep- 
tion of Mm 

The Duke of Bedford just beaten, in a most sbameful manner, 
out of bis bead quarters at Bedford. Tbe whole corporation seem 
to have set him at defiance, and never was there a more disgraceful 
defeat. 

On September 19, 1769, Junius, addressing the Duke of 
Bedford as ‘ the little tyrant of a little corporation,’ adds, 
in a note of his own, ‘ Of Bedford, where the tyrant was 
held in such contempt and detestation, that in order to 
deliver themselves from him, they admitted a great 
number of strangers to the freedom.’ (Bohn’s ‘ Junius,’ 
i. 213.) 

In a ‘ private letter,’ No. 11, November 8, 1769, Junius 
informs Mr. Woodfall, ‘ I have been out of town for three 
w'eeks.’ A corresponding gap occurs in the manuscript 
correspondence before me. On November 4, 1769, 
Francis writes to Macrabie, to inform him of his ill 
success in respect of certain lottery tickets. The next, to 
the same (December 6), proceeds as follows : — 

London, December 6, 1769. 

Dear Mac. — told you in my last that I had bought you a ticket, 
Ho. 47,170. I am afraid you will be more disappointed than I was, 
when you hear that it is come up a blank. My son had a ticket, 
which has met with the same fate. But he himself is a prize, and 
as to the lottery I expect no better. Our political affairs stand 
pretty much as per last. . Petitions gain ground in all quarters — but 
still I think the Ministry stand their ground, and seem determined 
to meet the present parliament. They have received a signal blow 
in, Ireland, and how they will proceed is more than I can compre- 
hend. The House of Commons there have thrown out the Money 
Bill, wMch I take to be the same thing as refusing the supplies, 
and I now hear they are prorogued. They have also very near 
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"brouglit Sir George Macartney, tlie State Secretary, on liis knees at 
tlie bar 

Within a few days of this letter (December 19, 1769) 
followed the most daring, and most famous, of all tlie 
productions of Junius — ‘ The Address to the King.’ The 
‘ blow in Ireland ’ seems to be connected with these marks 
of contempt for ‘ the miserable governor you have sent 
them ’ (Lord Townsend), of which the address speaks. 
Horace Walpole, for some reason or other, imagined that 
there were different writers employed in the concoction 
of this famous letter (‘ Eeign of Greorge IV.’ iii. 401, edition 
1845) ; but Gerald Hamilton, he says, was most generally 
suspected. This formidable eruption was followed by the 
break-up of the Duke of Grafton’s ministry ; and on the 
part of Junius by an interval of repose. No Junius letter 
appeared until February 14, 1770, no ‘miscellaneous’ 
between December 2, 1769, and March 5, 1770 ; while 
the two or three ‘ private to Woodfall ’ relate to the ‘ infor- 
mation ' brought against the printers for publishing the 
‘ Address ’ in qxiestion. Francis keeps very clear of the 
subject in his few private letters of this interval ; but 
seems alarmed, and ‘ wishes we were all quiet.’ ^ 

London, January 13, 1770, 

My dear Brother, — ^Notwithstanding I am at this moment over- 
whelmed with a torrent of all manner of business, and all the plagues 
of Egypt, I cannot let a packet go without a few lines. We are 
all in the strangest political confusion that I believe this country 
ever experienced. Lord Chatham has declared himself in the most 
decisive manner against the proceedings of the House of Commons. 
The Chancellor the same ; for which he is turned out, but nobody 
yet in his place. The Commander-in- Chief the same, and it is sup- 

1 It may interest modern clients to know that WoodfaH’s costs in the 

matter of the Information — which established the freedom of journalism 

amounted to £111 10a. dd.^ as appears by his papers. ^ Tan toe molis erat 
Romanam condere gentem.’ 
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posed lie will be ont in a few dajs. Sir George Saville, Honrke, and 
others, doing everything they can to be sent to the Tower. All this 
curious enough. I wish we were all quiet. These times will only 
answer for people who liave nothing to lose. 

Lord Huntingdon turned out from Groom of the Stole. Duke of 
Manchester resigned. Duke of Northumberland in the minority. 

Wliat was the ‘ torrent of all manner of business ’ which 
set in at this period on Francis, his papers do not disclose ; 
but it is coincident with the already noticed unusually 
long cessation of letters from Junius ; with the absorbing 
character of the interest which he must have taken in the 
trial of the cases against Woodfall, Almon, and Miller, 
which ended in his signal triumph over Lord Mansfield ; ^ 
and with the circumstance of his having just at this time 
executed that remarkable series of reports of the debate of 
January 9, 1770, on the Address, which was published by 
Almon in 17 92, from a report furnished by Francis himself : 
and by Francis revised and corrected, in 1813, for the Par- 
liamentary History. (‘ Chatham Correspondence,’ vol. iii.) 
The obligations of the editor of that volume of the History 
to him as ‘ a gentleman who afterwards made a distin- 
guished figure in the House of Commons,’ are repeatedly 
acknowledged. And in one of Sir Philip’s folio letter- 
books are his own copies — ^both rough and corrected — of 
this and other reports which he had taken in the House 
of Lords in the debates of this session — from memory, I 
presume, as no regular reporting was then allowed. 
These MS. reports vary in some material particulars from 
those in the Parliamentary History ; and they leave some 
doubt on the mind how much of the recorded eloquence 
of Chatham may in reality be the produce of the pen of 

1 ^Junius, from the acquittal of the printers till tlie beginning of 1772, 
when be made a treaty with the Government and for ever disappeared, 
exercised a tyranny of which we can form little conception, living in an age 
when the press is more decorous, and we are able by law to restrain its 
excesses/ — (Lord Campbell’s Life of Lord Mansdeld.) 
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Iiis-able amanuensis ; liow far Francis, as he once lialf 
seriously asserted, ' made ’ Lord Chatham s speeches^ 
But I cannot within my present space carry this inves- 
tigation farther. The circumstance that Francis was 
constantly taking Parliamentary reports between IT 08 
and 1772, and that Junius, on his own showing, was a 
constant frequenter of the two Houses during the same 
periods, has often been insisted on as an indication of 
identity, and need not be further dwelt on. 

* War Office, February 7, 1770. 

My Dear Mac. — I 'wish with all my heart that I had time to do 
justice and pay yon an equivalent for the kindness, and, k‘t mo say 
with gratitude, for the length of your letters. I have received those 
of the 2nd and 13th December. If I waited until I had time to 
answer them as I ought to do, I believe you would never hear 1 Vom 
me again. The present condition of politics is enough to agitato the 
mind of a calmer person than I am, and with official business I 
promise you I am almost overwhelmed. The Duke of Grafton’s 
resignation has left the administration in the hands of the Duke of 
Bedford’s friends, who seem determined to hold fast as long as their 
employments are tenable. The opposition is truly forniidahle, 
and increases every day. On Monday last, two most vehement 
protests against the proceedings of the majoidty were signed 
by forty-one lords, a gi'eater number, 1 believe, than over signed 
a protest before. By the next packet, you may be pi*ctty sure 
that things will be brought to a consistence, and we shall all loiow 
what to trust to. 

Give my love to Colonel Francis, and bid him take care of my 
acres. I am, sincerely speaking, hurried to death. 

Adieu my dear friend ! 

Yours most faithfully, 

P. Fe. 

I was just going to seal this letter, when I received yours of the 
2nd of January. A thousand thanks to my poor cousin, and all my 
good wishes. Toll him if he will send an exact description of the 


^ See a specimen of his reporting in the Appendix. 
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lands, I believe I could get tbe grant for nothing. I depend upon 
his skill in the choice. It is really impossible to say any more. 

Don’t let it be confined to a thousand acres if more good land 
can be had. 

In the nest Junius (February 14, 1770), the Duke of 
Grafton is accordingly insulted on his resignation and 
desertion of his sovereign, ‘ in the midst of that distress 
in which you and your new friends ’ (the Bedford party) 
‘ have involved him. . . . Without immediately appearing 
to govern, they possess the power and distribute the emo- 
luments of government as they think proper. One might 
think, my lord,’ he adds, ‘you might have taken this 
spirited resolution (to resign) before you had obhged 
Lord Granby to quit a service he was attached to — before 
you had discarded one chancellor and killed another.' 
The editor of Bohn’s ‘ Junius ’ adds in a note : ^ As well as 
the Marquis of Granby, the Dukes of Beaufort and Man- 
chester, Lord Coventry, and Mr. Dunning the Solicitor- 
General resigned ; they expected by early resignation to 
be included in the new ministry of the Earl of Chatham 
and Lord Rockingham ; but the appointment of Lord 
North to be Premier disappointed all the expectants, 
Junius among them.’ The eager manner in which 
Calcraft watched the turn of the tide is evident from his 
letters at this period to Lord Chatham. (‘ Chatliam Corre- 
spondence,’ vol. iii.) That Francis in this crisis was con- 
stantly at Calcraft’s back, and aiding to the best of his 
ability in purveying political information for Calcraft, to 
be conveyed by him to Chatham, is plain from several 
passages in that correspondence (see pp. 430, 444). 

Francis to Macralie, 

London, March, 16 1770. 

My dear Brother, — I take advantage of an opportunity offered me 
by our friend Tilghmann, to send you a few newspapers and let you 
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know that we are still alive and merry. The House of Commons 
voted yesterday to address the King for a copy of the City Remon- 
strance on his Majesty’s answer. It was carried by 271 against 108. 

The Lord Mayor, Alderman Trevethick, and the two sheriffs avowed 

and supported the Remonstrance 

[Two lines and signature cut out. ] 

Two pages of the next letter (March 18) are cut out. 
See Junius of the same day. It appears by the portions 
of words remaining, to have been all about City politics.- 
The P.S. says, in reference to his having dined at the St. 
Patrick’s dinner the day before, ‘ These Americans drink 
like whales.’ 

London, April 4, 1770. 

My dear Mac. — ^We have a packet from Hew York with letters of 
the 21st and 22nd of February, but no advices from Philadelphia. 
You are so punctual a man, that when you fail to write, your fiiends 
are uneasy. I say tliis rather for the old people than myself. I am 
no way given either to ceremony or idle apprehensions. 

The enclosed newspapers will give you some idea of our present 
state of politics. The most material event since my last, is that Mr. 
Grenville’s bill for regulating the mode of deciding contested 
elections has passed the House of Commons. They will now be 
determined by thirteen persons chosen by ballot, and sworn like a 
jury. This is supposed to be a great j)oint gained against bribeiy 
and cornxption, and mortification to the Ministry, who one night 
divided against it to no purpose. Au reftte, they stand their ground, 
and the King seems determined to support them. 

You have now got a Wilkes of your own at Hew York, so I sup- 
pose your zeal for our poor patriot will decline. He comes out (of 
custody) on the 18th instant, but in my own opinion it makes no 
difference to anybody but himself. 

My -wife and children are pretty well. Your nephew promises to 
be a hero in the demolition of gingerbread. 

I am going to-night to sup at Tilman’s chambers. He leads a 
pleasant sort of life, and studies the law like a dragon. His prin- 
ciples are truly patriotic, especially when in liquor. 

I protest I have nothing more to say ; but be so honest as to 
observe that I have written twice hy a private ship, since the last 
packet. 

And so farewell ! 

P. Fiiaxcis. 

VOL. L 
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From April 3 to May 28, 1770, no letter from Juniun 
appears in the collection, or in the ^ pj'ivate ’ series. Tlic 
Junius of May 28, is dated of a day on which Francis iraff 
not in town. This appears clearly from the folktwing 
letter to his wife. Possessed as we are of a tolerably ac- 
curate index of aU Francis’s movements, this is tlie 
only instance of the kind which I have been able to trace. 
But it will be observed that he had reached Salisbury 
(and probably left town) only on Sunday the 27th. The 
letter printed in the ‘ Advertiser ’ of May 28 had been 
most likely sent to Woodfall on the 2Gth.^ 

Salisbury, Tuostlny morning, May 20, 1770. 

Mj dearest Betsy, — ^We arrived Ixet'e on Sunday ereniti^ in L^ood 
health and spirits. The post not going out yesterday, I ha<l no op- 
portunity of writing before. 

The weather has been just -what we could wish. I hope to hear 
from you at Bath, and nows of the dear little Maty. 

My companions send their compliments. My service to Patience. 

Adieu, dearest. 

Yours, 

P. 

Francis was again in town for a few days, from the 
middle to the end of June. In these days appeared a 

^ As to Francis’s or Junius's fear of usin}? tlie post ofilco for tin' trans- 
mission of letters, Mr. Parkps remarks thus : — 

‘The tictitiousness of the handwritinjr no douht yavo the author spcurity 
against the post office. So also hi.s u.se of a few and not commonly used 
seals— seals probably kept e.xclusively for use in his Woodfjdl private cor- 
respondence. No -writer, under the, cireum.stauee.s of such sen.rit,ivciic,ss to 
discover}', -would ever have trusted his natural hand to the Loudon peuny 
post, even bad he risked it to Woodfall. It -was at that particular period 
notorious that the post office opened letters .snppo.sed to b' on political and 
party topics, even of public men. (See Grenville Corro-spondenee, vol, iv. 
passim.) Junius was wide awake. Hut if his letters had been thus inter- 
cepted, the government probably would have been nenn the. wiser. In the. 
delivery to Woodfall, pr post, the letters might hare been officially examined 
before delivery ; but it would have been difficult to have discovered the 
Meetkff where posted-, and as there was no knowleiigo of the 
bandwriting sought for, therefore no clue to the writers identity.’ 
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few of the ‘ miscellaneous ’ letters,^ as will be seen by their 
dates (2G, 27, 30). The following to Macrabie explains 
his movements. The passage about Junius is an answer 
to certain questions of Macrabie’s. (See his letters from 
America in the Appendix.) 

London, June 12, 1770. 

Dear Mac. — Since my last, I liaye received yotir letters of tKe lOth 
of MarcL. and 25t]i of April. I do not tliink they contain anything 
that requires a more particular answer, than my thanks for your 
writing so constantly and so well. In the matter of the purchase I 
shall rely on Colonel Francis and yourself. If you both think it 
right to buy, I shall always be ready at the common notice of bills 
of exchange, to pay the money. 

The Princess of Wales is gone to Germany. She means to show 
the world that there is nothing in that pretended secret influence 
which has been so much talked of lately. It can hardly be a party 
of pleasure at her time of life, and many people think she will never 
return. If the opposition do not entirely succeed in all their designs, 
they have at least the pleasure of tormenting Ids most gracious 
Majesty most abominably. 

Junius is not known, and that circumstance is perhaps as curious 
as any of his writings. I have always suspected Burke ; but, who- 
ever he is, it is impossible he can ever discover himself. The offence 

he has given to his Majesty and ^ is more than any private 

man could support ; he would soon be crushed. Almon has been 
found guilty of republishing the letter to the King, and Woodfall, 
who was the original publisher, is to be tried to-morrow. If he be 
found guilty, I fancy he will have reason to remember it. I have 
been a tour through Wiltshire, and as far as Bath, on horseback, and 
in company with Tilman. The more I know this youth, the better 
I like him. On Friday next your sister sets out for Margate, where 
she proposes to stay two months. They both want ducldugs — I mean 
she and her daughter Bess. You have given me no orders for the 
present lottery. If you like to have a ticket, I may hear from you 


^ By ^miseellaueous' letters, I have already said that I mean tliroughout 
those to the ^Advertiser/ published by Woodfall under that heading as (in 
his belief) written by Junius j and by ‘ private,' those published by Woodfall 
as privately addressed by Junius to himself, and republished in Bohn's Junius, 
which I have chiefly used.* The originals of the latter now belong to the 
family of Mr. Parkes, 

® Apparently the Duke of Grafton. 
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Ibefore the drawing. Pray, Sir, have you any thoughts of returning' 
to England ? And so farewell ! 

Tours most faithfully, 

P. Fiuxcis. 

Trancis’s wife went accordingly to Margate, he remaining 
in town, as appears by letters from the War Ollice, June IS 
and 19, to her at Margate, concerning only the healtli of 
the children, who were at Fulham. Part of tlie first is printed 
only for the sake of the extraordinary medical prescrip- 
tion (according to modern notions) which it contains. 

My dearest Betsy, — Hot having any letter by the post, T flatter 
myself I shall receive one from you to-night by William. I saw 
the children this morning. Sally has had tlio tootliac'lio violently, 
but by the help of a poultice she slept well last night', and is 
from pain this day. Philip and the other two are as tierce as lions. 
Your mother was in bed. Patty has been bled ; her blood is so bad 
that Price says she must be bled once a week for two years and 
some months. 

To the same» 

June 19. 

My dearest Honesty, — I wish you joy of your snug little dwelling. 
William knows something of houses, and saya it was entirely 
to his satisfaction. I wrote to you yesterday, conscupiouHy hav(» 
not much to say at present. It rained bitterly all last niglit and 
this morning — drop, di'op, drop into my room last night. I 
wakened with the noise, and took it for thinuha*. Wc' art* all at 
sea. If it holds up, I shall rido to Fulham this artenioon. I shall 
pay you a visit at Margate as soon us Lord Barrington goc‘S out of 
town* 

The nest letter chi'oniclos (to Maerahio) his own arrival 
at Margate, and expaliatas on scliomoK for tlie ac'quisitiou 
of property in America, wliich seem at this time to have 
had some hold on his imagination. 

MargiUf, .Tuly 1, 177a 

My dear Mac. — I arrived at this eutdnintiug plaix*, to pay a visii 
to my wife and daughter Bass, who have hmi bathing in lUp oceuii 
about a fortnight. I assure you this town is woiidiirftiily iiujjroved 
fiinfio we saw it about five years ago; a lino assembly room, a good 
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tavern, a coffee Eonsc, and a billiard table, to say nothing of ihe 
church, which, I observe, has been i*epairod and beautified. Yet 
after all, I doubt whether there be a more detestable spot in any 
part of the inhabitable globe. I have got a letter from om* honest 
cousin Turbut, which it is absolutely impossible for me to answei* 
by this packet, unless it should happen to bo detained a fortnight 
beyond its usual time. Pray tell him so, and that I am inexpressibly 
obliged to him for the trouble ho has taken about the thousand 
acres. As to his other project, it has not been in my power to con- 
sult anybody yet, nor indeed, supposing it a thing advisable, do I 
know how to set about it : he talks of a tract of country, which upon 
the map appears equal to at least a third of Ireland, and he sup])oses 
that I have nothing to do but to ask and have. I wish that either 
he or you had been more particular. One thing I wish you to tell 
him directly — viz. that instead of haTOig a great deal of interest, 
as he seems to take for granted, I have really none at all. How- 
ever, the land will not run away, and I must have time to iniikt‘ 
proper inquiries. By next packet, I shall answer him fully. 
Between ourselves, is this youth considered a ^^sionary projector in 
the country, or have they any reasonable opinion of his discretion ? 
I should also be glad to know what benelit I am to derive from my 
thousand acres. You, I presume, have not lived so long in the laud 
market without making yourself a freeholder, and laying* down 
some plan for a future estate. You give me a hint of your returning 
this summer, and I have kept it carefully to myself. How glad we 
shall be to see you is more than I can conveniently put upon paper ; 
for my time is short, and my paper almost out, and so, my dearest 
friend, farewell ! We liave a very agreeable huriicanc hero every 
night. 

P. Pkaxcis. 

The next ‘ miscellaneous ’ letter (to Bradshaw, Q. in the 
Comer) is dated July 7, when Francis appears by his do- 
mestic letters to have reached town again. 


London, July 9, 1770. 

My dearest Betsy,— Wombwell, whom I luckily saw last 
night at the coffee house, promised to deliver you a note to day, by 
which you will have had the earliest account of my arnval. I 
travelled very fast ; it rained most violently in the evening from 
seven to eight, but upon the %vhole I had a pleasant jouimey. Phil. 
Baggs saw the children yesterday. They and all the family at 
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Fulliain are in perfect liealth. I Lave notliing new, and so, dearest, 
farewell ! Yonrs, 

P. F. 

M7 love to Bess and to Miss Holden. Praj remind Mr. Ronse of 
my horse. 

From this time to about July 20 Francis was in London, 
occasionally visiting his children, who were with his 
father-in-law Maerabie at Fulham. This appears from 
several letters to his wife on matters of ordinary domestic 
interest. He then returned to Margate, where (apparently) 
he remained some weeks ; for on July 30, his friend and 
fellow-clerk D’Oyly writes to him there as follows : — 


War Office, July 30, 1770. 

My dear EVancis, — I received yoar letter, and have despatched 
the inclosed to Major Bromhead. It gave me real satisfaction to 
know that yon were joyons and happy at Margate — continne so, 
and don’t snffer the War Office once to enter yonr thonghts. Mrs. 
D’Oyly, who sends her respects to you and Mrs. Francis, is by no 
means well, and has been much indisposed for the last ten days. 
She says yon are a fine joUy dog, and advises yon to be so as long 
as yon can. 

On August 7, D’Oyly writes to him at Margate a^in ; 
but, on August 17,' his friend Gravier addresses a short 
letter to him in Duke Street. 

Now, corresponding with this summer absence of 
Francis, there is a cessation of Junius from May 28 to 
August 22, and of the ‘ miscellaneous ’ letters also, except, 
as already noted, for a few days in June, during which 
days Francis was demonstrably on a temporary visit to 
town. On August 22 (five days, therefore, after Francis is 
known to have arrived in Duke Street), Junius begins again 
with his letter on the well-known subject of the Luttrells. 
(I will not here repeat the connection of that name with 
the early antecedents of Francis, on which Macaulay laid 
so much stress.) Francis writes to Maerabie from London 
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on September 5 ; and after this tliere is again a long cessa- 
tion, both in the correspondence of Junius and in that of 
Francis. No Junius appears until November 14, 1770 
(to Lord Mansfield) ; and no miscellaneous. On Decem- 
ber 9, 1770, Calcraft sends Lord Chatham the remaihable 
anonymous letter printed in the ‘ Chatham Coi'respon- 
dence ’ (vol. iv. p. 48), and supposed to be by Junius. 

On December 10, Francis addresses to Calcraft, under 
his own name, a very cuiious letter (of which he himself 
preserved a copy), which will be found in the Appendix. 
It appears to relate to an intended ‘ inquiiy ’ into the 
administration of justice in the courts of Westminster Hall, 
and forms, as it were, a kind of brief for employment 
against Lord Mansfield. The coincidence between this 
letter, the contemporary productions of Junius, and the 
reports of the speeches of Lord Chatliam, is obvious ; 
but the writer seems to have sought to avoid identity of 
expression. Why Francis should have addressed so 
formal a composition to Calcraft, with whom lie was in 
constant private intercourse, can only be conjectured. 
Probably he meant it to be shown to Chatham. 

The next manuscript letter preserved is one of 
December 11, to his relative Major Philip Baggs, ap- 
parently at Cork. The extraordinary scene in the 
House of Lords mentioned in it, at which Francis was 
doubtless present, is further alluded to in the fragment of 
autobiography. 

To Major Baggs, 

London, December 11, 1770. 

A very odd tHng happened yesterday in the House of Lords, The 
Duke of Manchester declared that he had a motion to make, and 
was very quietly explaining the ground and occasion of it, ]>artieu- 
larly the defenceless state of the nation. After he had been talking 
about a quarter of an hour, Lord Gower got up and inteiTupted 
him, saying that such matters were unfit to be divulged before so 
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crowded an audience, and therefore insisted that his Grace should 
not proceed until the House was cleared. This motion was vehe- 
nientlj opposed by the Duke of Richmond ; but the cry of clear the 
lEouse increased to such a clamour and tumult, that nothing else could 
be heard. Upon this Lord Chatham got uji and roared out that he 
wanted to speak to onler, but not a syllable more could 1 distinguish. 
Since the damning of the French dancers I never saw such a scene. 
At last Chatham, finding it in vain to persist, inarelicd out of the 
House in the true style of Secession, and was followed by all the 
minority lords, even the Duke of Manchester, who ^vas to make the 
motion. Lord Mansfield, who sits as Speaker, did all lie could to 
appease them, but to no purpose, and now ibey say tlioso lords are 
preparing a fiamhig protest. The House of (\)inmoiis immediately 
ordered all peers to be turned out of tlieir House, for there was a 
great number of commoners in the House of Lords when the afiidr 
happened. 

The foregoing is by way of news, of which, and cn'rijtliliuj else, I 
hope you will make a discreet use. I had yesterday your letter from 
Plymouth, and am satisfied you have dune all you c‘ould. With 
respect to your namesake George, depend upon it, if ttve-r in my 
power — at present I could as easily move Olympus: bedsides, 
in the present augmentation thei'e will bo bait very lew commissions 
to dispose of, for all the seconded officers are to be brought in, and 
great care to be taken of the half pay. I wish a good vo}'age, 
and so farewell 1 

P. F, 

We now enter on a scries of writings with their corre- 
sponding events, which maybe said to constitute a curions 
episode, only, in the Junius corrcspondcnice, but which 
proved of great influence over the subaequent career 
of Francis. 

I allude to the letters respecting the affair of the Falk- 
land Islands. (Jitmus, January 30, 1771 ; Philo- Jimhis, 
February 6.) The historical circumstonc^is of the case 
need scarcely be recapitulated. The Euglisli liad taken 
possession of these isknds by allegod priority of discovery. 
The Spaniards, jealous of au English establishment in the 
neighbourhood of their South American dominions, ‘ sent 
an airoament from an American port, which dispossessed 
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the English and sent them ignommiously home. An act 
of such hostility was to be resented. Complaints were 
made to the Court of Madrid, and preparations were at the 
same time commenced for going to war if the Spauiards 
should refuse to restore the islands without a contest. 
Negotiations were protracted, but the Spaniards at length 
agreed to make the required restitution, but without re- 
linquishing their right ; while it was secretly stipulated 
that England, soon after the surrender, should evacuate the 
disputed possession ’ (Lord Stanhope). T1 le indignation of 
Junius at these arrangements is expressed in the strongest 
language. ‘ The motives on which the Catholic king makes 
restitution,’ he says, ‘ are, if possible, more insolent and 
disgraceful to our sovereign than even the declaratory 
condition annexed to it.’ The opportunity of making a 
short and successful war, before France had meddled with 
the negotiations, had been lost through the ‘ treachery of 
the king’s servants. We might have dictated the law to 
Spain. There are no terms to which she might not have 
been compelled to submit. At the worst, a war with Spain 
alone carries the fairest promise of advantage.’ He an- 
ticipates the speedy occurrence of hostilities at a greater 
disadvantage, ‘ when the collected strength of the house 
of Bourbon attacks us at once.’ ‘ The real questions are ’ 
(thus he concludes his diatribe) : ‘ Have we any security 
that the peace we have so dearly purchased will last a 
twelvemonth ? and if not, have we, or have we not, sacri- 
ficed the fairest opportunity of making war with advan- 
tage ? ’ 

The singularity of this deviation from the ordinary 
topics of Junius’s letters, xmconnected with anything 
before and after it, will doubtless have struck many a 
reader. Nothing can be more marked than the general 
disinclination of Junius to meddle seriously with any but 
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subjects of tlie most strictly domestic politics. The trans- 
actions and discussions of the cabinet, the court, the city, 
the tribunals of justice, form the daily, almost the exclu- 
sive, subjects on which he expresses himself with interest. 
On foreign affairs he rarely touches, and then slightly. 
Even America — at that time the great object on which the 
eyes of serious thinkers were fixed — is not often brought 
prominently forward, and then somewhat timidly, as if he 
had hardly made up his mind which side to taked India 
he rarely mentions. What particular motive roused his 
feelings so strongly on the subject of this Spanish quarrel? 
It did not afford opportunity for the discharge of obloquy 
on any of the favourite objects of his aversion. lie 

^ Junius, as lias been often observed, entertained apparently a liiglior opinion 
of George Grenville than of any other British statesman ; he shar<id, or 
assumed, the political views of Grenville in general ; and (as we have seen in 
former chapters, and as Br. Mason Good remarks in his Preliminary Mssay) 
anterior to the Ameiican contest, was ^ as thoroughly convinced as Mr. George 
Grenville himself of the supremacy of the legislature of the country over tlie 
American colonies.’ But when Junius became engaged, towards tlio end of 
his correspondence, with the party who were aiming at the restoration of 
Lord Chatham to power, his views on the American question evidently 
became modified, although (as said in the text) ho alludes but little to the 
subject. Now it is worthy of note that precisely the same change took place 
in the American politics of Philip Francis, as recounted by himself in the 
following letter to his friend B’Oyly, from India, just when the long dissen- 
sion was ripening into war (January 22, 1770) : — 

^Your account of American politics gives mo no sort of comfort, except in 
the reflection that my situation removes me from any share in nieasmes of 
which I cannot approve, and perhaps could not have opposed, 1 know not 
what that object is, which, either in morals or policy, can justify the 
shedding of English blood by the hands of Englishmen, Is it revenue? 
the present armament will cost the nation more than all the direct taxes 
that can be raised from America will amount to in a century. Is it com- 
merce? you have a navy to guard the seas ; the Americans have none, nor 
can ever have any. If neither of these objects be in question, it must be 
0 % the form of dominion, not the substance; and tliousands may bleed, 
even the Empire may be shaken, for a name, T/iere wm a time whmi I 
mMrmBmi m hgkally and pasmmtehj as anybody agaimi the Amerioan$; 
but since I have been obliged tp study the book of wisdom, 1 have dismissed 
logic out of my library. The fate of nations must not be tried by forms J 
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bestows only a passing sneer or two on Lord North and 
Lord Rocliford. He says (in his fragment of autobio- 
graphy) that he and his friend Calci'aft had made up their 
minds that the unpopularity of the Falkland Islands affixir 
was likely to bring their patron, Lord Chatham, into power 
again. But it is difficult not to suspect that some closer 
personal feeling lay at the bottom, or at least coutiibuted. 

Is any light thrown on the question by the following 
letters ? — 

London, December 11, 1770. 

My dear Mac. — have not •written to yon for the two last 
packets, becanse I really expected to have seen yon some time ago 
in England. At last I have received yonrs of Oeiobor 20, by which 
I nnderstand yon have escaped back to Philadelphia from a thousand 
disasters. But yonr return is as uncertain as ever. My life is one 
continued scene of fermentation. The approach of a -war loads mo 
with business, as, hy and hij, I lioi^e it will with niouoy. I shall 
send the 25 L by the first oppoiinmity to Fulliam. Pray tell the new 
married that a tenth company is going to be added to the 4tth Eiegi- 
ment, and that he will certainly bo called upon as a seconded officer. 
We expect a declaration of war every day, and great preparations 
are making by sea and land. Yonr nephew is the finest creature 
that does honour to the earth, Yonr sister and all the little folks 
are well. I must bid yon farewell. 

P. Francis. 

I wish yon would tell me what I am to do with these thousand 
acres. 

Francis, it will be seen, in December counted on war as a 
certainty. So did Calcraft, Ms ally and fellow-counsellor 
of Lord Chatliam. ‘ I differ from you,’ writes Gerald 
Hamilton to him on the 20th; ‘I still think there will be 
peace.’ (‘Chatham Correspondence,’ iv. 62.) Andhe proved 
right ; the two conspirators, Francis and Calcraft, wrong.* 

^ See the note in Bohn’s ^ Junius,’ ii. 318, as to the curious and almost 
literal correspondence between the anonymous letter (MiscelL Ixxxi. 
'Materials for History,’ December 14, 1770) and the contemporaneous 
notices given hy Calcraft to Chatham. Sir Philip Francis (as observed in 
that note) got hack from Calcrafc’s family all the letters and papers which he 
had himself addressed to Calcraft, 
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To Macralie, 

London, Pebruary 12, 1771. 

My dear Brotlier,— I really reproacL myself Avitli suffering two 
packets to depart witliout a letter to you. I cannot tell liow it kas 
happened; so without farther examination or apology, I shall hope 
you will forgive me. At last w’^e have something like a peace with 
Spain : how likely it is to continue, is another question. Our ar- 
maments, particularly of ships, seem to continue as vigorously as if 
war had been declared. In my own private opinion, the Spaniards 
always meant war ; and we shall have it, as soon as they and the 
Prench are ready for us. You Americans will be losers by the bargain. 
In war we should probably have wanted your assistance, and yielded 
to your own terms. But now you must submit. I cannot forgive 
your staying in America upon any principle but your making a for- 
tune. One would think you might venture to give me a hint, or so. 

Your father’s letter, which I sent by the packet, will, I suppose, 
contain a true account of family matters. Wo arc well. Your 
nephew is, without flattery, a most extraordinary child. His mind 
and body seem to be everything we could wish. 

Tilman dined with me yesterday, and swallowed a moiety of two 
bottles of claret. I shall not be easily reconciled to his leaving old 
England. Tell his father and mother very seriously that it would 
be a pity to remove him so soon from his studies — alias from Covent 
Garden. . . , You cannot conceive how close he applies. Your 
old friend Meyrick, I hear, has espoused that young lady ; and does 
business again. The rest of your acquaintance are pretty much in 
statu quo. 

We lead a jolly kind of life. This night to a concert — on Thurs- 
day to a ridotto — on Saturday the opera — and on Tuesday follow- 
ing a grand private ball at the London Tavern. We desire nothing 
bnt that you were here to partake with us. Adieu! 

P. Pe. 

It is conceivable that, in those days, the mere per- 
quisites of office, direct and indirect, may have afforded 
an official in the War Office strong reasons for rejoicing 
in a declaration of hostilities, and much disappointment 
in the making up of a quarrel. But that the interest of 
brands in the decision of the question was still stronger 
and more exciting than this, we learn from a passage in 
Ms fragment of autobiography 
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Still, however, we tlionglit a Spanish war inevitable : and that 
Chatham must be employed. Lord Weymouth, in that conviction, 
resigned the Secretary of State’s office,^ and Host 500Z. in the stochs. 
By that loss, however, I gained knowledge enough of the mode of 
transacting business in the alley to deter me from entering into 
such traffic again. 

It would seem, tliei'cfore, tliat this outburst of zeal for 
the national honour on the part of Junius may be partly 
interpreted as an attempt to back a financial speculation 
of Francis by bearing the stock market. It is rather 
singular (considering his usual caxrtion) that he should 
have left this passage of the autobiography uncanceUed. 

The family papers do not elucidate the mystery of the 
next letter, which is in the peculiarly cautious and 
conspirator-like style often adopted by Francis. It in- 
troduces us to a family coiTCspondent and cousin already 
once mentioned. Major Philip Baggs, the son of a sister 
of Dr. Francis (see the pedigree). He was in constant 
communication with Francis for many years ; and 
joined him (for a short time) in India in 1778. According 
to Francis he was an officer of distinguished military 
qualities ; but seems to have been better known as a ^ man 
about town,’ who earned a certain amount of glory in 
1777, by a duel with Fighting Fitzgerald, in which Baggs 
was wounded. 

To Major Philip Baggs, 69th Segimenf, on the airiml of the ‘ Ajax ’ 
at Gorh, Ireland, 

London, December 7, 1770. 

Dear Pbil. — I wrote to you some days since at Cork. TMs 
morniag I received yours of tbe 14tli from Plymouth, and am very 
sensible of tlie truth of what you say. JT.B. There are some subjects 
which should not be trusted even to paper. Your observation in 

^ ^Lord Weymouth’s language upon his resignation is that for the present 
he does not think himself at liberty to explain to anybody the reasons for it ; 
that they, however, will soon appear ; hut in general he is free to declare 
that he was called upon to contradict the measures he was before directed to 
pursue, and this is what he would not doJ (G. Hamilton to Calcraft, MS.) 
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Italian is very just. The thing was entirely by the invention and 

impudence of the worthy Mr. B ; cm reste, let this subject never 

be mentioned again until we meet. Nothing could be more hurried 
than the whole comi^ilation. 

I hope Martin \vill stand fast. You shall have the earliest 
notice. 

Adieu ! I am tired of wisliing you a good voyage. 

P. P. 

It appears from the next (to his wife) that Francis paid 
this year Ms Christmas visit to his father : — 

Bath, December 23, 1770, Sunday. 

My dearest Betsy, — The weather and company I was in must 
have assured you that I had a most agreeable journey. We arrived 
at Marlborough at seven, and found oui’selves eating an incomparable 
dinner in about a quarter of an hour. We got into Bath at one 
o’clock. My father I think is wonderfully mended in health and 
spirits. We all lodge together in a very comfortable, 1 miglit say 
an elegant house. Upon the whole it promises to bo a very agree- 
able expedition. A thousand kisses to my sweet chicks, not 
forgetting Philip. Compliments in abundance to your father, 
mother, and Patty. 

Tours, yours, youi*s, 

P. Pkaxcis. 

The return of Francis from Bath to London is signalised 
by the appearance in the ^ Advertiser’ of one or two ‘ mis- 
cellaneous ’ letters (Intelligence Extraordinary, January 1), 
Auti-W., January 11). And the following from Dr, Francis 
is evidently an answer to one from his son, announcing 
his arrival in town : — 

* Bath, .T.'innary 0, 1771. 

Thanks for your journey, your own health, and that of your 
family. Your good news from Mr. Hob — n ^ I shall expect -with 
impatience, for all my spirits went to town on Sunday. Yet I can 
rejoice with you on your account of Loi^d Ch — m’s high health, and 
poor Lord Holland’s being better. I ‘will not tax your gt)otluess of 
heart with politics : let mo only entreat you to give me the earliest 
certainty of peace or war (with Spain). My lieaH is much set on 

^ I suppose, Mr. Bobinsou of the Treasuiy, whom the veteran pamphle- 
teer designates by tins blank, and the "news* most likely only related to 
some Treasury payment due to Prands, or to his father as a pensioner. 
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this request. Farewell, my dearly beloyed and esteemed ; may your 
boy make yon as happy a father as I am ! 

^ Yonr ever affectionate 

P. Feancis. 

If yon get onr Treasury money, yon need not be in an hnrry to 
send it. The joyfal certainty of it will dispel all doubts and fears 
for a month. My sonl thanks yon. 

To Majo7* Baggs, 

War Office, January 29, 1771. 

Dear Phil. — I am desired by my Lord Barrington to acknowledge 
yonr letter of the 11th instant, and to acqnaint yon that he thinks 
very favourably of yonr merit and services, and that he is well 
inclined, upon all proper occasions, to serve yon ; but considering 
that yon are one of the youngest majors he is of opinion that it 
would be an injustice to majors of a longer standing, if the promo- 
tion in the 69th were, in this instance, to go in the regiment. 

So much for my office. My private interest is undoubtedly at 
yonr command ; and if it ever does yon or myself or anybody else 
any good we must have fortune on onr side. 

I am overwhelmed with business ; but your affairs are beyond any 
remedy from if I were to dedicate my whole time to them. I 
have heard no more of Robinson. I saw Coombe this morning, 
tie has been really very ill for several weeks, and I fear the accounts 
he has got of Martin are not likely to mend his health. He supposes 
Martin is out of town, for he has written and can get no answer. In 
his opinion and my own there is not the shadow of a chance. Yon 
will curse me for my intelligence, but what signifies concealment ? 

I myself am hipped beyond measure, and indeed with too much 
reason. Yet we are all well in Duke street. Wilkes and Home 
have brought their villany and folly before the public ; and this 
morning Macleane publishes a challenge which he sent to Wilkes 
yesterday and which he says Wilkes positively refused. And so 
farewell ; I have no comfort of any kind for you. 

P. Francis. 

At this point in the series occurs another curious 
episode, which Mr. Parkes thought of sufficient hnportance 
to make a subject of special examination. The following 
letter (in the undoubted handwriting of Charles Fox) was 
found in a search among Mr. Woodfall’s papers : — 

Sir, — A. letter having appeared in yonr paper of yesterday, signed 
Uhjsses, in which my name is mentioned, I should he much obliged 
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to you if you let me know wko is tke autlior of it. If you can not 
do tills without Ills leave, I beg you will tell him from me tliat I 
hope lie will do me the favour to let me know his name, that I may 
have some conversation with him upon the subject of that letter. If 
the author either is or professes himself to be a gentleman, ho can 
scarcely refuse me this request. I beg you will understand that I 
do not write this to be printed in your paper, but merely because I 
have not found you at home. 

I am, Sir, your humble servant, 

C. J. Fox. 

Tuesday, 2 o’clock. 

Direct your answer to me at Loi’d Holland’s, Piccadilly. 

This letter, without note of year or mouth, it will be 
observed, was underwritten ‘ Tuesday, 2 o’clock.’ The 
letter of Ulysses therefore must have been in a ‘Public 
Advertiser ’ of a Monday. Accordingly in the file of 
the paper Mr. Parkes found the letter, viz. Monday, 
March 4, 1771. In the ‘ Pubhc Advertiser ’ of the 2nd, 
Mr. Parkes found the following notice among the usual 
notices to correspondents : — 

The printer is extremely sorry that the length of the letter signed 
Ulysses, addressed to Lord NTorth, joined to the very short notice 
given, prevented its publication to-day. It shall certainly appear on 
Monday. 

The letter is as follows (that is, the part of it relating 
to C. Fox, who had. voted with Lord North against the 
Nullum Tempus Bill) : — 

It was not glorious enough for Mr. Charles Fox barely to contra- 
dict himself ; it was reserved for him at the opening of his life to 
prove how easy and irreproachable it is under your lordvship’s ad- 
ministration to betray his first, his nearest, and his clearest friend ; 
to sacrifice the interests and the honour of a young nobleman,' the 

^ The Duke of Portland ? ^ Charles Fox/ says Horace Walpole, ^ the 
phenomenon of the age, undertook the patronage of the Pill, and gave as 
much satisfaction to the party as disgust to 'the opposition.’ (Memoirs of 
Crenville.) He was one of the tellers of the ^Noes .’ — Vide Pari. History, 
voL XTii p. 1. 
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Our friends in Bruton Street improve every day. We hardly ever 
moet, and I pi’otest I cannot toll why, for I am no poorer than T was 
when their friendship was most ardent. My laying dovui the coaoh 
was prudence, not necessity ; but they, T suppose, suspect tlie contrary. 
At any rate I know myself to be indciiendoii ; and if it were other- 
wise, fZ/c// are the hivst of the creation to whom I would yield a tittlo. 
Yet iny contempt for them is expressed with all tlio politeness ima- 
ginable. They shall have no hold to fasten an offence upon me. 

In the way of news I tliink wc decline every day. The House ot 
Commons are every day treated like an assembly of pick-pockets, 
and even the newspapers have lost them dignity. 

There was a great and sudden fall of the stocks yesterday, but [ 
have not heard it accounted for upon any principles, but the usual 
roguery of the alley. 

The whisper given about is, that the Duke of ChoiseuI is to be 
recalled, consequently an immediate wai* to be expected. But this 1 
take to be nonsense. I shall be ready to honour your di*aughts. 
Wliat do you propose to do with your own acres, and what would you 
advise me to do with mine ? My love to Turbut. He has some 
reason to be discontented with me, but not so much as he imagines. 
Enforce the necessity of Tilman’s staying here. Adieu 1 

P. F. 

How did you Americans like Lord Chatham’s speech ? It wt/x 
really gemiine, Yale ! 

As ail introduction to tlie letters which next follow, I 
insert a memorandum which I find among Mr. Parkes’s 
papers, on tlie subject of a fit of illness which at this time 
attacked Francis, and of a corresponding slackness in the 
Junius writings. 

On January 9, 1771, Francis writes, from the War Office, to 
Major Baggs (directing to him at Gibraltar) tliat be had been at Bath. 
His next letter to the Major is dated January 29, also from the War 
Office. In the latter letter he says, ‘ I myself am hipped beyond 
measure, and indeed with too much reason. Yet we are all well in 
Dulce Street.’ In the same letter he mentions Wilkes and Horne, 
and the refusal of Macleane’s challenge of the latter. Then follows 
a long interregnum in their correspondence ; tlie next letter of Francis 
to Baggs bearing date ‘War Office, March 30, 1771,’ The hiatus 
is accounted for by the following passage : ‘ I have had a dangermis 
fever, and am dill very ill with a sore throat Everything I see and 
hear discourages me, even from hoping. If a fair opportunity pre- 
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rented itself for the East Indies ’ In tlie same letter lio 

mentions City politics, and that ‘the Lord Mayor aiid OUv(‘r arc' 
Tciy much at their ease in the Tower , ’ also tliat ‘ tlio Mouse of 
Commons seem afraid to meddle with ^V'ilkes. Tlic City a.re ag'aiii 
to address for a dissolution.’ 

N^ow, this llhwss of Francis much explains the iion-a})pcarance of 
any letter from Junius between February 0, 1771, and fipril 2*2 fol- 
lowing, when Junius recommenced his public letters under the 
signature of FJulo-Jhiuui>‘. Hor docs Woodlall attribute to Junius 
auy hiiacdlcmeom letter between February 2*2, 1771, and March 25 
following.^ Further, there remains no private letter addressed by 
Junius to Woodlall (at this period of Francis’s illness) between 
March 5 cind Lfay 4. Again, it is remarkable that in this lirst \v<'ek 
of March Junius was certainly not personally the ‘ conveyancer ’ of 
the coiTespondence between himself and Ins printer — because, in a 
note of the date March 3, he tells Woodfall that a letter of i ho latler 
to him ‘ was twice refused last night, and the waiter as oiVen 
attempted to see the person who sent for it.’ Junius, in the same 
note, orders Woodfcall to send a parcel to him directed l.o be kl\ at 
the bar of Munday’s cofibe-house. Maiden Lane, ‘ and witli orders lo 
be delivered to a clialnuftii who will ask for it in ilie coarse of to- 
morrow evening.’ That from some special c.inse Junnis was at. this 
particular time unable to conduct his coinmunieations as usiial with 
his printer is distinctly apparent; for in another note to WoodHiil, 
on March 5, acknowledging safe receipt of tlie above parcel, he 
writes, ^Tlie cliJIcnUi/ of conetipomUng adses fi'ooi,^itHa(lO'ti itihlni cnfsUg 
to which we must submit.’ Now this unusual ‘gap ’ in tlie Jimtos 
correspondence, public and private, exactly and remarkably tallies 
with the serious ailment occuiTing at the same time to Fraiuds ; 
and the like suspension of correspondence so occumng between 
Francis and other correspondents of Francis, A similar hiatus 
occurs in Francis’s letters to his brother-in-law Macrabie at Pliihi- 
delphia; the last extant letter of Francis, bea.nng date Marcli ft, 
dated * London,’ and his next letter to the same relative being 
addi-essed from the War Office, ‘Ma.y 1, 1771.'' The draft letters in 
the latter office for three weeks from the early part of March are 
none of them in Francis’s handwriting, who therefore may be 
assumed to have been ill in Dulce Street or at Fulham, 

Mr. Parkes is not quite accurate here. Woodfall inserts among the 
^ miscellaneous letters ’ the short one of Vimlex^ March 6, on the subject of 
Laughlin Macleane. And Mr. Parkes attributes taJmiiuB (though Woodfall 
does not) the letter of Uhjssc's, March 4. Bee antk 



260 


MEMOIRS OF Sm PHILIP FRANCIS. 


[1771 


TFe silence of the pen of Jnniiis dni’ing this interregnum is the 
more observable, as probably occasioned by illness or absence from 
London, because stirring political occurrences would otherwise have 
almost certainly engaged his mind and prolific pen. ‘ A dangerous 
fever ’ had attacked Francis in the month of [March, and though 
again at the War Ofi&ce on the COth he represents himself as ‘ still 
very ill with a sore throat/ — [J. P.] 


To proceed with the letters. 


To Major Baijgs. 

AVar Office, March 30, 1771. 

Dear Phil. — . ... I have had a dangerous fever, and am still 

very ill with a sore throat. Everything I see and hear discourages 
me even from hoping. If a fair opportunity presented itself for 

the East Indies . Stephen i left London without one word of 

communication with me, and is now in Sussex. Jack, I hear, plays 
the fine gentleman, and talks of marrying an heiress. The Lord 
Mayor and Oliver are very much at their ease m the Tower. 
This is a very extraordinary event, but I do not perceive that it havS 
any great effect. The King has been most abominably insulted in 
returning from the House. I never saw such a concourse of people, 
nor such outrageous behaviour. Our opinions very much incline to 
the expectations of war. 

The House of Commons seem afraid to meddle with Wilkes. The 
City are again to address for a dissolution. 

Adieu. 

P. F. 


To Macrahie. 

War Office, May 1, 1771. 

My dear Brother, — I fear I load you with postage inland, much 
more than my letters are worth ; but this is an expense you must 
submit to, as long as you express satisfaction in hearing from me. 
Long before this, I hope, your grievances have left you — I mean 
rheumatism and fevex\ You Americans have a wonderful turn to 
pains in the bones. If you have not made a thousand compliments 
to Tubhy Francis for me upon Ms change of condition, you deserve 
to he hanged. I have used that honest follow infamously ; but really, 
between ourselves, I cannot prevail upon myself to talk to a man who 
makes so light of getting largo provinces into his possession. For 
God*s sake take excellent care of my land ! If I do not misunder* 


^ The Rev. Stephen Baggs. See Pedigi^ee. 
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stand you, you mean that it must take care of itself. I will eiihet* 
pay the money to your father, or otherwise, as you think pt'opcr. If 
war had gone on, something might perhaps have offered hu* yon. 
But have courage, we shall not always he at the foot of the ladder, 
I need not be at the toil of repeating newspapers. They will tell 
you enough of the feuds among patriots, and the progress of faction . 
The Committee of Privileges,^ made their report yesterday to tlu^ 
House, but have done no more, Hothing can be more ridiculous 
and disgraceful both to the Committee and to the House than this 
whole business. I shall not wonder at, though I have no sufficient 
reason to expect, a dissolution of Parliament, and a total change of 

hands as things now stand. ^ has a most uncomfortable 

time of it. Lord Chatham is to move to-morrow for an address to 
dissolve. Lord Halifax is either dead or dying : if he should survive 
he is to quit business. Wilkes will probably be sheriff. A great 
event has happened in the history of the Macrahies. 1 have taken 
a little neat cottage at Fulham for the summer. Your father's letltu* 
I dare say will be full of it. We go on Saturday. I saw him fliis 
morning amazingly well. Your nephew is a most glorious animal, 
but not very like his uncle. Adieu. 

Yours, P Fuaxcis.'*^ 

To IFnjor 

Lumlou.Miij GO, 177K 

Dear Phil. — My wife is greatly obliged to you for the honey, 
which I expect to receive shortly. At present it is in the act of 
performing quarantine, floseiihagen, I hear, is rctiirned to Lisle. 
How he contrived to reach Lyons is to me inconceivable ; and much 
more so, how he could have stretched to Gibraltar,'^ Wilkes and 
Horne are at open war in the newspapers. Kothing can be more 
contemptible, in my own opinion, nor less interesting than the 
whole of their correspondence. Horne’s malice and rancour are 
mean and wretched beyond all description. He seems absolutely to 

^ See the last preceding JmiiuB (April 22) on the question of Privilege ol' 
Parliament. 

2 Query, the King, 

^ Junius of the same day (May 1) ^ does not expect that a dissolution of 
Parliament will check corruption, but that at least it will he a check and 
terror to their successors.’ 

^ This letter, showing that Francis’s old schoolfellow Bosenhagen must 
have been abroad during great part of the ^ Jimian ’ period, affords by itself 
almost sufficient proof that could have had no part in the composition 
of the letters. 
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liaYC lost Lis understanding* Eag*e blinds him, and I really suspect 
fcliat the ministry pay him for Avhat lie does. The other rogue 
stands his gTOund, and I have no sort of doubt that he will be 
sheriff. What part do yon think Rosenhagen would ha^'e taken 
between these worthies ? 

I have taken a little tenement about four miles from this oMice, 
where I liye as much as possible. In the country everything pleases 
me : in town nothing. 

Tilgliman is well. He leaves us in September, and for ever. Fitz- 
patrick, he, and I, dine together to-day. Whenever wo meet, wc 
drink your health, and join in lamenting the condition of the times. 
Adieu. P. F. 

A letter of June 18, 1771, from a servant, announces 
to Francis that his father, at Bath, ‘ was yesterday taken 
with one of tlie usual paralytic seizures ; it has very 
much affected his speech ; but this day I have hopes of 
bis suiwiving this attack.’ 

From several preceding lettei's, and from his fragment 
of autobiography, it appears that Fi’ancis was at this 
time in a state of much dejection and disappointment as 
to his prospects. His pecuniary loss from the failure 
of his hopes of war with Spain may have contributed. 
He had also, in combination with Calcraft, fastened his 
hopes of prefeiment in the public service on the advent 
1o power of Lord Chatham, or of the opposition under 
some other leadership, and began to despair of the 
defeat of the Tory administration. The return of the 
Duke of Grafton to that ministry, Juno 11, was un- 
doubtedly an untoward indication of its probable stability. 
At all events the next letter shows that Francis had alreadv 
begun to fix his wishes on an Indian appointment. 

To Major Baggs, 69th Megiment^ at Gfihralfar, 

War Office, June 25, 177L 

Dear Phil. — ^Tou will hardly believe that the hint I threw out 
about the East Indies related to myself. The idea was carried 
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pi’etty far, but circmnstances being altered jwitli respect to the plan 
of government in India, that affair is over, and must noy<‘r be men- 
tioned. For the next tliree years I am likely enougli to reinein in 
my present state of uninteresting^ indolence. But 1 am secure of ti 
in tbe next 


Your anxiety about politics is extraordinary enougli All 1 can 
say is, at p]*esent tliey look a little more lively tiian tliey have done 
for some time past. Horne, I think, is beaten out of the })it, and 
everything goes sydinmingly for Wilkes and Bull. They had tlu' 
whole show of hands for them yesterday at Guildhah, and the poll 
hitheito greatly in their htvour. The numbers last night slood as 
follows : For Wihees, 296 ; Bull, 276 ; Kirknian, 47) ; PI umbo, 61 ; 
Oliver, 28. Yet it is by no means clear that Wilkes will ultinnibdy 
carry it. The above nnmhers are nothing compared io Hu' rest 
of the livery. In the meantime Wilkes and his pco])i(‘ ure in high 
spirits. 

The Duke of Grafton, since Ids appointment to ilie Prj\'y Seal, 
has had a peppering letter from diinius,* who promises a conlnmance 
of his correspondence as long as ho is in ollice. 1 will send \ou 
newspa}>ers whenever an opportnmiy offers. Ofbdiung’csJ st‘e no 
prospect. Wilkes may perhaps have the ]>l(‘asuro oi' benng hanged 
before bis shrievalty is (expired. The Oily have n'^olved n[)o!i 
another remonstrance. The weather is uncommonly line, and 
promises a plentiful liarvest. Fiizpatricik, Ib’lman, Oravler and 1 
dined yesterday at the Queen’s Arms. drank immodcra t(dy ; 

even I, who drank nothing but thimblefulls, grew intoxicated at 
last. Adieu. I will write to you as often as occasions oi’ doing 
it without expense shall offer. For this you must pay. Thi* 
accounts from Bath are truly melancholy. 1 expect every day 1(^ 
hear of my father’s death. Adieu. 

Yours, P. F. 

War OjTico, July 3, 1771- 

Dear Phil. — I wrote to you about a week ago by the land post., 
so have nothing new to communicate, beyond wliat you will hml in 
this bundle of newspapers. Wilkes, I think, is more hrmly upon his 
logs than ever he was.’^ 

Yours affectionately, 

P. Fkanois. 


^ ^ To his Grace the Duke of Grafton/ June 22, 1771. 

® Junius (July 9) is of the same opinion: ‘ My zeal for the King’s seruee, 
like Mr, Wilkes’s patriotism, thrives by persecution.’ 
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In July 1771, occurs the spiteful and fencing corre- 
spondence between Junius and Horne Tooke. The letter 
to which the following refers must be that of ^ Junius to 
the Eeverend Mr. Horne,’ July 24, 1771. I am not able 
to explain the particular course of reasoning in the 
writer’s mind as to the effect of the proceeding of Junius, 
and it is certainly questionable whether it would have 
occurred to any one except Junius himself. 


To Major Baggs. 

War Office, July 26, 1771. 

Dear Phil. — have never missed an opportunity of writing to you, 
and have sent you horseloads of newspapers, 

Wilkes’s success has established his interest in the City, and in my 
opinion ho is in a higher style than ever. Junius has given Horne a 
most severe correction. The best on’t is, that Junius, under pretence 
of miting Horne a letter, makes him the editor of the grossest 

and most infamous Hbel that ever was printed. This I take to be a 
cou'p ddetat Wouldn’t you laugh if you saw the parson in the pil- 
lory for publishing a letter, in which he himself is virulently abused ? 
Horne’s credit is very low indeed. The plan for the City is to have 
Crosby Mayor again ; but the Hvery must return two to the Court 
of Aldermen. hTow, the way is to return one Bridgen with Crosby. 
HB. This Bridgen is the most scurvy rascal in the City, and par- 
ticularly odious to the aldermen. It is not doubted that Wilkes 
wdll be Mayor the year following ; otherwise we are all quiet. To- 
morrow morning, Godfrey, Tilman, another gent and I set out upon 
a tour through Derbyshire, and propose to reach Manchester. I wish 
you were of the party. 

I am, dear Phil., 

Very truly yours, 

P.P. 

A somewhat minute, but special, instance of chronologi- 
cal correspondence between the performances of Junius and 
contemporary events in the life of Francis, requires now to 
be noted. On July 31, 1771, Horne addresses Junius in 
an elaborate ‘ reply,’ intended to be a complete summary 
of the controversy. Junius does not answer this until the 
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13th of August — rather a long interval for so prompt a 
combatant. So, at least, Horne thought ; for in his 
rejoinder, on August IG, he says, ‘I congratulate you. Sir, 
on the recovery of your wonted style, though it has cost 
you a fortnight’ If Francis was Junius, the occurrence of 
this interval of a fortnight is exactly accounted for by the 
dates of the following letters, addressed to his wife at 
FuUiam, where she was no doubt staying with her father, 
Mr. Macrabie. 

To Mrs. Francis, Handjj Lane, Fulham. 

Derby, Tuesday oven, July 30, 1771. 

My dearest dearest Betsy, — THs is tlie only Christian-like looking: 
town that I have seen since I left London, and wo are just entered. 
Oar journey has been as prosperous as we could expect, though wo 
have seen nothing yet but the bare face of the country. The Duchess 
of Bedford and be d — d to her, would not let us see Wooburn Abbey, 
which we all greatly regret. The weather has been ])orfectly 
favourable, that is cool, even more so than I could have wished, 1 
generally drive the chaise two-thirds of each stage, as my companions 
like riding, so that I have variety and no manner of fatigue. To- 
morrow we set out early for Chats\vorth and the Peak. 


Manchester, Saturday morning, August 4, 1771. 

This is just to inform you that we arrived here yesterday about 4. 
After dinner with much toil we found out Mr. Clough’s, where we 
all supped, and I lay in the state bed. By the same token I am now 
writing in his best parlour. Oh ! I wi^ote to you from Derby. We 
have been all through that couniy, and have travelled over a thou- 
sand mountains, to say nothing of caveims and precipices. But to 
say the truth everything has contributed to make it a pleasant 
journey. These good folks received me as the Jews intend to do 
the Messiah. To-morrow we set out on our retura. Old mother 
Clough is as blind as a horse in a mill, and has a hand like a curry- 
comb. The girls are in raptures. And so deary, adieu ! Kiss the 
children heartily, and place it to account as per advice. 

Yours, P. Pbahcis. 
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Friday, Oxford (Anpjust 10 ?). 

My dearest Betsy, — I received your loiter upon my arrival liere 
last ni gilt, and thank you very heartily for making it so copious. 
This is only to say that I propose to have the happiness of seeing 
you on Sunday night (12th). 

Till then, dearest, adieu ! 

P. F. 

Tliese letters are sealed with a large War Office seal. 
On the 1 3th (as has been seen) appeared the answer to 
Horne. 

To Major JDaijgs, 

War Office, August 20, 1773. 

Dear Phil. — I have two letters from yon from Lisbon, and tliis 
very morning a third of an earlier date from G-ibraltar, in which you 
give me notice of your existence. This last was unnecessary, as I 
had no particular reason to question that yon were alive. Some 
singular ill- fortune must have attended my correspondence, for 
really I have written to you as often as you could possibly expect or 
desire. I thank you for your very seasonable hint about J. A.,^ 
and yet, upon my honour, I do not recollect that I have an;y thing to 
reproach myself with : I never told him so much as you have done 
— no, not by the most distant intimation, viz. my reason for desiring 
that translation. You are deceived in regard to his supposed sim- 
plicity. I wish you were equally mistaken in your opinion of his 
discretion. But enough : we shall be more prudent hereafter. 

Junius and Wilkes seem to make common cause.* Poor Horne is 
drubbed till ho screeches for mercy. Never was there such a letter 
as Junius has battered him wdth. All mankind agi'ee that it is his 
masterpiece, and now 1 hope we shall never hear any more of 
them. 

We have no alterations of any kind. I send you newspapers as 
often as I can, and hope to-morrow to send yon a great bundle. Of 
Stephen I hear nothing. Grodfrey, Tilman, and, I returned last 
Monday from our grand tour. Tilman takes his leave of us in a few 
days for America, and for ever. My wife and children are your 
humhle servants. If you reproach mo any more with not writing, 
you are an ungrateful demon ; this is the fourth which you have not 
acknowledged. 

And so farewell ! 

P. F. 


^ Alien of Lisbon. — [Mr. Parkes.,] 
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The last letter informs his correspondent, Major 
Baggs, of the proposed departure of their friend Tilghman 
for America, after a year’s residence in England. It has 
been suggested (by Mr. Parkes) that this young man, who 
Avas a zealous law student, helped Junius in getting iij) 
the legal part of his correspondence. Junius (as himself 
says, and has been often proved) was cleaily no laivyer, 
but with a considerable smattering of laiv, and that, 
mainly, of the ‘ law-student ’ class — producing theses, 
cleverly put together, on constitutional questions. Junius’s 
destiny was rather to help in making the law than to 
explain it. But I see not much proof of the supposition 
as to Tilghman.^ 

To Major Boggn, 

War Office, August 22, 1771. 

Dear Pliil. — I wrote to j^ou last Tuesday TCiy fully by tlie coinuioii 
post, as I liave done scTcral times, tbongh you contintio to reproticli 
me with neglect. J now tahe the opportnuity of Lieutenant Hoy 
of the 39th to send you newspapers. You will lind the famous 
Junius among them, but you ought to read Horue\s letter Hrst. 

^ One instance however may he quoted. In Junius to Lord MansRekl,* 
Nov. 15, 1770, occurs the following herce attack on that judge for the ‘doc- 
trine which he delivered in Lord Grosvenor’s cause : — 

‘ An action for criiu. con. being brought by a peer against a prince of the 
blood, you were daring enough to tell the judge, that, in fixing the dama- 
ges, they were to pay no regard to the quality or fortune of the parties : that 
it was an action between A and B ; that they were to consider the offence in 
a moral light only, and give no greater damages to a peer of the realm than 
to the meanest mechanic.^ 

Bichard Tilghman, in his student's note-book, took down the following 
as Lord Mansfield’s words : — 

‘As to question of damages, many rules can’t be here laid do wm. We 
know not the persons of plaintiff or defendant. Measure of damages should 
not be ascertained by rank of plaintiff or defendant. There justice is 
blind. Injuiy is as great if done to bed of commoner, as if done to bod of 
peer. Bank of parties out of the case. In civil actions jury are not 
infiictmg fines.’ 

The Amencan relative who kindly furnished Mr. Parkes with this 
extract (Mr. W. M. Tilghman), says that B. Tilghman also noted carefully 
in the same book the cases of B. v. Almon and B. v, Woodfall, 
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1 canDot say I am muck edified witk your trip to Lisbon, and 
leaving the regiment -witkout a field officer — not tkat I care a fartking 
about tke discipline. Tilman, I bear, goes for kis native country on 
Saturday. I am to eat my pai*ting dinner witk kini to-day. Adieu. 

P. F. 


To Macrahie. 

War Office, September 4, 1771. 

My dear Mac. — I kave duly received all your letters, tkougk I 
kave them not before me to acknowledge tkem by tke dates. I really 
kave scarce time to perform tke common offices of nature ; and if 
writing to my best friend were as natural to me as eating or sleep 
I must eitker do it at unseasonable kours, and in a slovenly manner, 
or give it up entirely, Perkaps it will be some amends to you to 
say that you live in my tkougkts. I see how uncomfortable your 
undecided situation must be, but upon this subject it is impossible 
for me to say anything to tke purpose. If you could form suck 
commercial connexions in North America as would enable you to 
act upon your own account, I should think it not impracticable to 
raise a sum of money for you on this side, to begin upon. Your 
father’s letter, which goes herewith, will naturally be filled with 
tke departure of our good friend Tilman. He breakfasted witk me 
for tke last time, Wednesday tke 28tk of last month, and was to 
get into kis postekaise at four o’clock tkat afternoon. Our parting 
was no other than if we were to dine together tke day following ; 
yet I shall probably never see him again. I do not think tkat as 
to tke choice of friends or companions, it is an easy matter eitker 
to please my fancy or to satisfy my judgment. Tke villain suc- 
ceeded in both completely ; and now I ought to hate him heartily 
for giving me suck cause of regret as will last as long as I live. 
He is to write to me constantly, but, at this distance and witk this 
prospect, it will be tke dead letter, which he has been studymg so 
long. You are fortunate in waiting for kis return to America. We 
are all pretty quiet here, but it seems to me rather an anxious pause 
or interval in contention, than tke tranquil security of a wise and 
firm government. Tilman is loaded with politics and can explain 
everything as well as I can; I begin now to think tkat some 
discovery will be made about Portsmouth fire. Tke Duke of 
Gloucester is gone to Lisbon. 

Tilman wiH tell you wonders of my children, particularly your 
nephew. 

Adieu, adieu ! 


P. Francis. 
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Tilgliman accordingly returned to Ameiica : destined 
to cross the Atlantic eastward once more (as we shall 
learn in the course of this memoir) in order to try his 
fortune along with Trancis in India. 

War Office, December 4, 1771- 

My dear Mac. — Go directly to Tilman, and ask liim -vYliat news. 
Do yon and lie ever meet privately, that is, at a proper distance 
from Quakers, Indians, and mad Americans ? If you do, drink my 
liealtli very cordially. You may let the Colonel — alias broken 
Lieutenant — be of tbe party, but none of the profane. The rogue 
loves claret. Since Tilman arrived among you, I hope you found 
the climate was improved. We used to make it out very tolerably 
togetber. Do tell me a little wbetber you are determined to take 
root in America, or ever to be transported liomo again P By tlie 
time you get back you mil kave a fine crop of nephews and nieces. 
Little Philip is a hero in every sense of the word. Per Goths sake* 
pardon my not writing any more ! I am jaded to death. Tlui 
Irish Parliament have struck off Jei'ry Dyson’s pension. TlicDiiko 
of Cumberland and his Duchess are returned, and are forbidden the 
court.' But it is supposed all this will soon be made ii]>. 

Adieu, my dearest friend ! 

Yoiu‘s, P. Frakois. 


To M(fjor Baggt^, 

War Office. December 17, 1771. 

Dear Phil. — I am going to Bath to-morrow, and shall be absent 
three weeks. Tilman arrived at Philadelphia about the middle of 
October. I have a letter from him, dated ISTovember 10. I am a 
man insulated : you and he, and Fitzpatrick and Bosenhagen, are all 
equally lost to me. Stephen is cursing his fate at Ongar in Essex. 
Fuimus Troes. Stopford is at Bath, but he is too melancholy for me. 
By way of news, I can only say that the Irish House of Commons 
have made a most extraordinary stand against Lord Townshond, 
and beat him in several questions, and struck ofi‘ Jerry Dyson’vS 
pension. But he has obtained the supplies, and provided lie tmvels 
through the session, minds but little the disgrace and loss of repu- 
tation. The court seems as hostile as possible to the Duke of 
Cumberland and his lady. Opposition have done nothing but play 
the fool, and I think are universally desponding. Wilkes meditates 
an attack upon the House of Lords. But all that is a good deal 


^ See ‘Miscellaneous Letters/ 102, 104. 
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beloAV par. Did I tell you that Plassard, having got his rank in 
India, is an old Major, and vdthin two of being Lieutenant- Colonel ? 
Our officers all agree in cursing that service, and most of them 
come home beggars. 

I haA^e strange projects in my head. I have got five children 
you may remember, and in a few months shall have a sixth. This 
makes a man look serious, hon giv mal gn'. Adieu. 

P. F. 

Eraucis left for Bath aC(’orclingly. And no Junius 
appears from November 28, 1771, to Januaiy 21, 1772; 
no ‘ miscellaneous ’ letter betAveen that of Jwiiper, De- 
cember 4, 1771, and the first of Veiemn, Januaiy 28, 
1772. 

Francis’s reception at Bath was of a veiy difierent 
character from tiiat of former Clmstmas holidays. Tlie 
sudden decay of his father’s health liad put an end to 
the eardplaying and convivial parties which had hitlierto 
greeted the season ; and the allusions to an enforced 
economy are plain enough in his domestic letters. 

Bath, December 23, 1771. 

. My dearest Wife, — I have got your tAvo letters this morning, and 
pity you from the bottom of my heart. This bleeding I hope aaqII 
have a good effect. Let me know constantly hoAV you go on. There 
is nothing in this place to give me the smallest pleasare. ]V[y father 
fvai/ hold it out for years in this deplorable condition, or be may die 
to-moiTOAV. Mt\ D’Oiflg lim resigned; but of this say nothing. 
In short I am a little heartsick. Pray tell my dear girls that I am 
infinitely proud of their behaviour. I shall write again to-morroAv. 
And so for the present farewell. 

Yours, yours, 

P. F. 

Bath, December 24, 1771. 

My dearest Betsy, — It is not that I have anything to add to my 
letter of yesterday, but a letter is comfort to you, and I am afraid 
you want it. My father was well enough this morning to go abroad 
in a chaise. But ho relapses frequently, and is truly in a deplorable 
condition. He is hardly sensible of my being here ; and if I did 
not live cheap, and did not expect Mr. Godfrey, I would return many 



1772] 


CO]SiCLUSION OF JUKIUS. 


271 


(lays sooner than I intended, I hare dined but once at a tavern, and 
have never supped out. I am very uneasy about the dear children, 
and much more so about you. It is hard that you shoidd have so 
unpleasant a Christmas ; but have a p,'ood heart, and I’ll Liho care 
you shall have a merry new year. I flatter myself your brotlu'r 
will be m London in a fortnight. T was invited to dine to-ihiy 
with a riotous party, but did not like it, so dine at homo alone ; and 
Mrs, Walsh has sent me a ticket for a concert : so T take my musics 
and my nourishment gratis. I am very impatient to hear what 
Lord Barrington has determined about the War Oflicc. I neither 
expect nor desire any alteration in my own situation . Yevy likely ^Ir. 
Bradshaw may succeed. 1 am afraid iiiy pooi* friend Walsli is vea-y 
unhappy. She has represented their melancholy state to me with 
tears, and would gladly retire to any farm to avoid Bath. But this 
is impossible. I have just swallowed an excellent fowl and roast 
chine, and now drink your health, and all that’s clear to us at Ful- 
ham. 

And so, Honest}% adieu 1 

P. F. 


In January, Erancis returns to liis odieo, and the lirst 
fruits of his return are llio celebrated letters of January 21 
to Lord Mansfield, and without date to liOrd Camden, 
which conclude the scries of Junius ; k‘tters of which the 
composition must have cost the writer an infinity of labour, 
and wliicli show a considerable amount of law research all 
to no purpose — for Junius fails to prove his charge of il- 
legality against Lord Mansfield in admitting Eyre to bail. 

‘ He was e^-egiously in the wrong,’ says Lord Campbell 
{‘ Lives of the Chief Justices,’ ii. 491), ‘ clearly showing 
that he was not a lawyer, his mistakes not being made for 
disguises, but palpably pi’occeding from an ignorant man 
affecting knowledge.’ 

On this subject the folIoAving MS. note was discovei-ed 
by Mr. Parkes in the page of contents of vol. i. of Heron's 
edition of ‘Junius,’ possessed by Francis; but Mr. 
Parkes was not quite sure whether the handwriting is 
that of Francis hunself. 
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Essay, p. 90 great lawyer’ is too large a term nor warranted 

by tlie real amount & quality of Junius’s legal knowledge as disj)]ayed 
in these letters. Junius was a good lawyer, a good constitutional 
lawyer certainly ; but tbo’ the different important points of law, 
discussed eyidently on the spur of the (public) occasion in these 
letters are pressed & argued with, great ability, they, after all, seem 
to be treated in the style & tone rather of a well informed consti- 
tutionist, than of a professional man. Further, Junius may have had 
assistance, from professional sources of very confidential friends, on 
points more exclusively & technically legal, of which he could 
avail himself sufficiently for his purpose, without at all committing 
himself or his secret to their enquiries or suspicions. This mistaken 
and false idea of the Author of those letters being ‘ a great Lawifcr ’ 
is evidently that wdiich has led Mr. Heron, in the result of his ex- 
amination as to ‘ who was not and who was Junius,’ to decide in 
favour of Lord Ashburton ; insomuch that it is plain that but for 
that idea so much dwelt upon, and so strongly entertained, Lord 
Ashburton" s pretensions -would have been rejected as decidedly as 
those of the other claimants.^ 

The so-called author’s edition of the ‘ Letters of Junius ’ 
■was published by Woodfall in 1772. It is only mentioned 
here to notice that the proof-sheets, with numerous cor- 
rections for the press, exist among the Woodfall papers. 
These corrections appear to be in the same peculiar 
feigned handwiiting which characterises the ‘Private 
Letters ’ to Woodfall. 

Contemporaneously with the cessation of the letters of 
Junius, we arrive at the turning point in the history of 
Francis’s life ; the series of events which led to his resig- 
nation of his post of ‘ chief clerk ’ (next below the Deputy- 
Secretary in official rank) at the War Office. 

The domestic letters of Junius, which have been thus 
far printed, give little or no information as to the charac- 
ter of the relations between himself and the chief of his 
department from 1766, Lord Barrington. That nobleinan 
is reputed to have been a cold and reserved man, not pos- 

^ Tbe italics are underscored in the original. 
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sessetl of much popularity among his subordinates. His 
political history is given with abuudance of spite, but no 
marked misrepresentation, in the letter of Neineb‘is to the 
‘ Public Advertiser ’ (‘ Miscell.,’ May 12, 1772). In politics 
he took no leadhig part, nor was attached to any eminent 
party leader : he was, as a relation described him, ‘ purely 
and consistently one of the King’s friends.’ Accox-ding to 
h£r. Parkes’s estimate of his abilities, ‘ he was not distin- 
guished by any talent in literary and epistolary composi- 
tion, being inferior also in grammatical expression.’ Mr. 
Parkes adds (but does not give his authority) that 
Francis drafted and mote several of the Viscount’s letter.^ 
published by his son. Bishop Barrington, especially the 
excellent letter on the subject of military commissions.^ 
But however little thei’e may have been in common between 
Lord Barrington and his asph'ing subordinate, there is no 
evidence of any quarrel between them, until the appoint- 
ment by Lord Barrington of Antony Chamier to the post 
of Deputy-Secretary at War, in the month of JanuaxT 
1772. 

The following were the changes which took place in 
the War Office about this time, as appears from its records. 
In the beginning of that year Christopher D’Oyly was 
Deputy-Secretary at War (salary 400/. a year), and Fran- 
cis ‘ first clerk.’ The post of first clerk, it is thought, must 
have been created for Francis, as Gilbert Elliot, ‘ chief 
clerk,’ and next to the Deputy-Secretary in 1757, was still 

* The editor of Bohn’s ‘ Junius ’ gives an amusing extract from a letter of 
Lord Barrington (to Sir Andrew Slitchell, at Berlin, in 17C1), showing his 
own very modest estimate of his abilities: ‘The same strange fortune which 
made me Secretary at War five years and a half ago, has made me Chancellor 
of the Exchequer ’ (under Lord Bute). ‘ It may perhaps at last maie me 
Pope. I think I am equally fit to be at the head of the Chui’ch as of the 
Exchequer. My reason tells me it would have been more proper to hare 
^ven me an employment of less consequence when I was removed from the 
War Of&ce ; but no man knows what is good for Mm.’— VoL ii. p. 412. 

trr\T T m 
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senior among tlie clerks, and next man under Francis, in 
1772. On January 21, 1772, Anthony Cliamier is gazetted 
Deputy-Secretary, vice D’Oyly, wlio is said in the ‘ Annual 
Eegister’ to have resigned. On Francis’s resignation 
(March 1772), he was succeeded by Lewis as ‘ first clerk,’ 
who afterwards became Deputy-Secretary ; when the first 
clerkship was abolished. 

I cannot explain the real cause and bearing of these 
proceedings from the papei-s before me. They seem to 
me to have been studiously mystified by Francis. IIow far 
his retirement from office was voluntary, how firr the re- 
sidt of measures taken by Lord Barrington which he con- 
ceived dishonourable to him, it does not appear to me 
possible to say. Never, certainly, was a little revolution 
in a public office which has caused so much of perplexity 
to after ages. The first announcement of the rupture 
between Lord Barrington and his subordinates is con- 
tained in the following letter of D’Oyly to Francis : — 

diaries Street, December 21, 1771. 

This morning, my dear Francis, I desired Lord Barrington’s per- 
mission to retire from the War Office. My request was readily and, 
which is mortifying, without one civil speech, granted. I am per- 
suaded whonevei'you please you may obtain the same permivssion on as 
easy terms. Ho mentioned Smith as the proper successor, but upon 
my saying I believed he would not like the place ho instantly took 
to his friend Bradshaw, and in full possession of that idea I left him. 
He afterwards came in to my room about some trifling matter, and 
finding Colonel Roy thei’c, soon w'ent off — what wonld I not give to 
settle a certain point ! Adieu. 

I am, and never can be otherwise than, 

Most affectionately yonrS, 

C. D’Oyly. 

The facts — or at least the version of them which it 
suited Francis at this time to put forward — are next 
detailed by him in the following letter (extract) to Major 
Baggs 
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Wcir Office, January 24, 1772. 

You will have heard that Mr. D’Oyly has resigned his employment. 
He did it while I was at Bath. Immediately upon my return, my 
Lord Barrington was so good as to make me the offer, Avith many 
obliging and friendly expressions. I had, however, solid reasons for 
declining the offer, and Mr. Anthony Chamier is appointed. All 
this I should be glad you would eonimunicato to anybody that is 
willing to hear it. 

I have schemes floating in my mind about a certain six months’ 
voyage, Avhich perhaps are not quite out of the cards, and that’s all. 
If it succeeds, you shall hear more, but it Avill not bear Aviiting about. 
I have just called at Martin’s house: his son is in Shropshire. I hear 
from good authority the Princess DoAvager camiot last for many 
days. PareAvell ! 

P. F. 

Next we liave tlie following letter (extract) from Lord 
Barrington to Francis : — 

Cavoiidisli Square, Ihbruary 2G, 1772. 

Dear Sir, — Mr. Marsh has desired to remain Avhero ho is : it will 
therefore be necessary that I should look out for a first clerk uoav a 
stranger to the oflicc. I came late to-day thither, which pi*evented 
my telling you my present plan, winch Mr. Chamier will com- 
municate. The matter Avill soon be known to so many persons 
that it cannot remain a secret ; I must therefore remind you of the 
letter I mentioned to you at my house. I hope you Avill be able to 
compose it so as to answer my wish Avithout any ’inconvenience or 
detriment to yourself. I have no objection to your mentioning 
any of those things which have given you uneasiness hei’etofore, if 
you add (what I hope you may add with sincerity) that I have 
since made you easy as to those points. It Avill be absolutely neces- 
sary that I should tell some few persons the occasion of my losing 
you, and I had much rather do it in your words than mine. 

I am ever, dear Sir, most faithfully yours, 

Baehington. 

The story is simply told in the note to Bohn’s ’ Junins,’ 
ii. S92, that ‘ Chamier was successor in the War Office 
to Mr. D’Oyly, who ^sts^discarded to make room for him.’ 
D’Oyly was the personal friend of Francis. But whether 
the indignation of Francis was really occasioned by any 

' T 2 
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slight to D’Ojly, or by the slight to himself in not beiiig 
appointed D’Oyly’s successor, remains, as far as I can trace 
the details, uncertain^ 

The intense fury into which Junius (not by that name, 
of which he carefully avoided the use in this part of his 
performances) lashed himself as to tliis matter is well 
known to his readers. All his dignity, all his power of 
keen anatomising sarcasm, all liis caustic elegance of 
language, all the qualities which make him a classical 
author, desert him on this occasion. Mere brutal abuse 
becomes the substitute. The letters of Veteran to Lord 

^ The ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of January 10, 1772 (quoted by Mr. Croker in 
his article on Junius, ^Quarterly Review/ vol. xc.) says, evidently under the 
inspiration of Francis liiinself : ^ . P’Oyly has resigned. . . . The Peputy- 
Secretary’s place, being a mere clerkship of 400^. a year, could neither in 
advantage nor honour be worth holding by a man in the station and circum- 
stances of a gentleman Therefore, the author proceeds, it was given to 
Bradshaw — Hhe cream-coloxu’ed Bradshaw’ of Junius — ^to be held as a 
temporary position. Again, when an attack was made in a meeting at tht^ 
India House on the appointment of the three Commissioners to Bengal 
(February 2, 1774), Francis was rather disrespectfully treated as ^ a clerk 
in the War Office.’ The ^ Public Advertiser ’ of the following dajr contains 
the following paragraph : — 

justice to ]\Ir. Francis, whose name was mentioned in our paper of 
yesterday, it ought to be observed that he resigned his place of First Clerk 
ill the War Office a year and half before he was appointed by Parliament to 
be one of the council of Bengal j consequently he was not taken out of the 
War Office to be sent to India. He at the same time declined the place of 
Deputy-Secretary at War, which was offered to him in the handsomest and 
most friendly manner j and it is well known that his conduct, in both 
instances, was founded upon honourable and disinterested motives.’ 

This curious paragraph, observes Mr. Parkes, ‘ must have emanated from 
Francis himself, either directly to Woodfall, or perhaps through a third 
person and common friend. It is consistent with his private letters in 
1771-2, %nth his fragment of autobiography, and his declaration in Parlia- 
ment of his relations with Lord Barrington. The paragraph may be an 
amende hoiioi^aUe to the noble Viscount. StiU there is a latent mystery, 
whether bonS fide the Deputy-Secretaryship ever was offered him, or, if 
offered, with such conditions that Francis could not honourably accept it ^ 
whether Oalcraft urged Francis’s refusal of it, with promises of money and a 
seat in Parliament, ^ Does it not appear, on the whole, that Junius (sup- 
posing Francis Junius) was intent on securing his retreat? ’ — [J. Paiuois.I 
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Barrington (‘ Miscellaneous,’ January 28 to Marcli 10, 
1772, and the private letters to Woodfall, Nos. 52 and 53) 
are specimens of vulgar ferocity, as discreditable to the 
writer’s intellectual power as to his self-respect and man- 
liness of character. As to the attacks on Anthony 
Chamier, and the real history and merits of that ivell- 
abused gentleman himself, I find among Mr. Pai'kes’s 
papers a memorandum which it will be convenient to 
insert in this place. 

These special and severe attacks on Chamier personally, as well 
as on his pati’on Lord BaiTington, must have originated in some in- 
dividual disappointment or personal interest of the writer (Jiuilus), 
Anthony Chamier was not the vulgar or disreputable character the 
anonymous Vetoran described. He was the descendant of tlie well- 
known Protestant divine, Daniel Chamier, l\Iinister of the Reformed 
Church of Prance, one of those earnest indomitable early opponents 
of the Church of Rome ndio fought and died for the Reformation. 
On the Revocation of the Edict of Himtes, the grandson (Daniel 
Chamier, also a Prench minister), in 1001, sought refuge in Eng- 
land, ofBciating in the several Prench Protestant churches of London ; 
first in the Chapel in Glasshouse Street, Golden Square, and lastly 
elected Minister of the Walloon Church in Threadncedle Street, 
Anthony Chamier was the grandson of the latter minister, born on 
October 6, 1725, and baptised at the same Walloon Chapel on the 
ISth of the same month. He received the moral and superior edu- 
cation which it is known was invariably and carefully bestowed 
on the children of the refugee families, and throughout his p>rivate 
and public life he justly enjoyed an irreproachable character. 
Anthony Chamier was early in life on the Stock Exchange. Ho 
married a sister of Mr. Bradshaw, who, from an under-clerkship 
in the War Office, became successively private secretary to the 
Duke of Grafton, and ultimately a joint- secretary of the Trea- 
sury during the Chatham and Grafton administrations. By 
Bradshaw’s interest Chamier obtained a secretaryship in the 
Admiralty. Junius, two years before Chamier’ s change from that 
department as D’Oyly’s successor in the War Office, had sarcastically 
mentioned Chamier and his future wife, Miss Bradshaw, in the 
miscellaneous letter under the signature of DomltUui (December 2 1, 
1770), describing Chamier as one of ‘ some capital acquisitions ’ of 
the Grafton Ministry consequent on the retirement of Lord Wey- 
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moutli, replaced by Lord Sandmcb in tlie Admiralty. Domlfian 
speaks of Cliamier as ‘ that well-educated, genteel young broker, 
Mr. Clianiiei* ; ’ and that first preferment Doinitlan further describes. 
Therefore Francis must have well known the subjeefc of his abuse in 
the letters signed in February and March 1772. No man 

could have indulged in the gross personalities against Cliamier in 
these latter anonymous letters without some adequate cause and 
motives. Mr. Anthony Chamier was a highly respectable, agreeable 
and accomplished man; in ago, fifteen years senior of Francis. 
Chamier was an original member, in 17(34, of Johnson’s Literary 
Club of ten members, and therefore the social selected companion of 
the great lexicographer, and of Burke, Nugent, Beauclerk, Langton, 
Goldsmith, and Sir John Hawkins ; and was elected a Fellow of the 
Eoyal Society. Boswell narrates that in the Scotch tour, Johnson 
in his idea of the members of the club for a St. Andrew’s Univer- 
sity designated Chamier for the chair of ‘ commercial politics.’ 
Chamier had a country-house at Streaiham, near Epsom, and it was 
to this retreat that Johnson came during his morbid seizures, and 
'wheie he composed one of his celebrated prayers. 

Mr. Cliamier, in 1775, was appointed Under- Secretary of State for 
the Southern Department, under Lord Wentworth, and was returned 
to Parliament in the same year for the borough of Tam'sv'orth ; and 
he continued in Parliament for the same borough till his death in 
October 1780. ^ 


^ There is an unmistakable observation from a close and critical reading 
of the Letters of Junius, and such of the ^ Miscellaneous Letters ’ as are un- 
questionably authentic by the same writer : this observation or conclusion 
is, that Junius must not only have been individually and personally well 
informed of documents and proceedings in the War Office, hut that he had 
a full and immediate knowledge of the secondary and ordinary acts of the 
department. This is not only an indisputable fact, as any reader may 
detect if ho will patiently note manifold and striking proofs, but the cautious 
and peculiar manner in wdiich Junius reveals the proceedings in the War 
Office, and comments on its acts, is a transparent corroboration. In the earlier 
^Miscellaneous Letters,’ in which he frequently changes his anonymous 
signatures, he is less careful of betraying his knowledge of or connection 
with the War Office. In the lai^e body of letters under tbe single 
signature of Junius his fears of detection increase, with a corresponding 
increased caution. Under that signature he speaks of ^ having been informed,’ 
and of reasons why his allegations must be true. 

When afterwards some circumstances induced Junius more distinctly and 
virulently to attack Lord Barrington, he most expressly charges Woodfall to 
keep the identity of himself (as Junius) a profound secret. The writer 
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Tlie series regarding this transaction concludes with 
the letters of Veteran to the ‘ Puhlic Advertiser ’ (‘ Mis- 
cellaneous,’ KTo. CX. March 23, 1772), in which the editor 
is desired to inform the public that ‘ the worthy Lord 
Barrington, ‘ not contented with having driven Mr. D’Oyly 
out of the War Oflice, has at last contrived to expel 
hir. Francis,’ and both these gentlemen are invited to 
communicate to the world the reasons of their dismissal. 

The following official letter to Major Baggs — perhaps 
the last which Francis ever signed at the War Office 
— and the private postscript annexed, complete the history 
of the occurrence. But the immediate cause and mamier 
of the resignation are, as has been said, nowhere plainly dis- 
closed. The portion of the ‘ Fragment of Autobiography ’ 
in which they woidd have appeared has been carefully 
mutilated by Francis himself : — 

War Office, March 20, 1772. 

Dear Sir, — Ify Loixl Barrington lias desired me to answer a letter 
of yours, dated the 7tli of last month. The subject of it is rather 
of a delicate nature, and a formal official answer might be liable to 
inconvenience. 

It is very much his lordship’s desire that every recommendation 
given in by the Colonel to the Staff Commissions, might be with 
the concurrence and approbation of the commanding officer. At 
the same time his lordship cannot question the propriety of the 
Colonel’s recommendation. The Secretary at War receives it in 
course of his office, and lays it before the King, who considers the 
Colonel as the best judge of the qualifications of the officer whom ho 
recommends to his Majesty. In one article I must set you right. 
You seem to apprehend that the commission of Adjutant is not sale- 
able; but in fact there is no order to prevent its being sold where 
the possessor was a purchaser. 

I am, dear Sir, 

Your most obedient humble servant, 

P, Francis. 


also pens those attacks on the Secretary of War under different signatures ; 
so that the attacks in the press might not he supposed to come from any 
individual or common source.— [J. Pabkjss.] 
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Dear PLil. — Tlie formal letter you liave just read is, I liope, tlie 
last you will receive from me iu that style. At the end of this quarter 
I leave the War Office. It is my own act. Be not alarmed for me. 
Everything is secure and as it should be. I wait your answers to 
my last letters, in order to settle that bnsiness. You may still direct 
to me under Lord B.’s cover, but not any other letter but for me. 

Adieu. 

P. F. 

I am hurried and agitated to death. 

In March 1772, therefore (on what precise clay we are 
ignorant), the official life of Francis in England terminated. 
Junius, as we have seen, had ceased to write. The last 
‘ private ’ letters to Woodfall are dated early in May ; the 
last ‘ miscellaneous ’ letter is that of Nemesis, already 
alluded to, May 12. In these, the warfare against the 
Secretaiy at War is continued to the very last. ‘Next 
to the Duke of Grafton, I verily believe that the blackest 
heart in the kingdom belongs to Lord Barrington.’ 

Many years afterwards a newspaper controversy in 
the ‘ True Briton,’ on the Junius question, excited a good 
deal of attention. The immediate subject was the theory 
of Dr. Chalmers assigning the authorship to Boyd. Mr. 
Parkes was of opinion that Francis himself mingled 
among the combatants. However this may be, some of 
them were evidently well informed as to the details of 
the period. A letter signed An Admirer of Junms, 
August 17, 1779, contains the following statement: — 

I sball conclude my observations with an anecdote, that has 
already, I believe, appeared in print, which was related to me by a 
person of very distinguished talents and character, who was always 
a very powerful and sometimes a leading opponent of Lord hTorth^s 
administration. It was to the following purport : — 

Junius having been discovered by Ministers, it became an imme- 
diate matter of consultation among them, respecting the conduct to 
be pursued by government on the occasion ; and the general opinion 
seemed to he for violent measures and vindictive prosecutions. But 
as a busiaess presented itself which appeared to require the aid of 
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criminal law, it was thouglit prudent to call in tlie knowledge and 
legal opinion of tke first criminal judge ; and Lord Mansfield de- 
livered himself to the following effect : — 

‘ I am decidedly against any violent proceedings. You have 
already tried your whole strength against this winter in the pre- 
sence of his publisher, and have had sufficient experience of London 
and Middlesex juries to be cautious, in the present temper of the 
public, of trusting yourselves again to them ; especially when the 
hazard w’-ould be increased by the added po]3ularity, naturally at- 
taching itself to the author, when hurried by you into a court of 
justice, and thus exposed to the view and admiration of the kingdom, 
while the consequences of his acquittal, which would be more than 
probable, fill me with alarm on the mere suggestion of them. Be- 
sides, as Sir William Draper and Greneral Burgoyne have both 
pledged themselves, as soldiers and men of honour, to bring the 
concealed muter, whenever he should be discovered, to the ordeal 
of their swords, will it not be said, and with some reason, by the 
people at large, that you roused a man who wished to I'emain hid 
from his covert, in order to be hunted down by your own blood- 
hounds ? ’ 

It was therefore recommended by this great lawyer, that the for- 
midable writer should be properly informed that he was knowui’to 
government, and that if he remained quiet he should continue to 
be unknown to the world. Tins Lord M. thought would be fully 
sufficient to lay his perturbed spirit ; but if such a measure did not 
promise success, more conciliatory means of silence should be re- 
sorted to ; and such he doubted not but ministers might apply wntli 
effect. The measures that followed, whatever they were, a 2 )pear to 
have been successful, for Junius wrote no more. 

Such are the hints which I take the liberty of suggesting to your 
correspondent, the Old Observe}', and if they should produce any 
new observations from him, it will give great pleasure to 

Ak ADMiBEii OF Junius. 

For a few months after he left the War Office, no 
manuscript letters from Francis are to be found. For 
some reason or other, he seems to have left off Iris practice of 
copying those which he addressed to Macrabie and Baggs. 
Presumably he remained at home, as there are none to 
his wife preserved. And his autobiography is here 
equally deficient. We can only resume his pei'sonal 
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history at the period when, in despair apparently of 
attaining such employment as he desired at home, hopeless 
of political change to his advantage, and suffering from 
all the bitterness of disappointed ambition, he left England 
in July 1772 , for a long continental tour, in company 
with his friend Mr. Godfrey. 

Eefore concluding the chapter of Francis’s life which 
coincides wdth the first publication of Junius, it is ne- 
cessary to advert to one subject in connexion with it, 
on which the papers now given to the pubhc throw addi- 
tional light. It is in truth a painful topic. That Francis 
was intemperate, bitter, and unforgiving, former enquirers 
into his history have long ago ascertained. But he has 
generally passed for a fast friend, as well as a strong 
enemy. His general allegiance to the few political chiefs 
whom he respected has been often noticed : the occasional 
instances in which he turns against them (as, especially, 
in the case of Lord Chatham) appear sometimes grounded 
on honest motives, sometimes rather intended for pur- 
poses of disguise, to obviate the suspicion which an 
appearance of paidisanship might direct towards himself. 
In private life, his correspondence speaks favourably for 
him : it shows him very attentive towards his father, 
tender to his wife, passionately attached to his childi-en, 
and on affectionate terms with the little ckcle of his 
family and intimates. All this may be fairly said to his 
credit. But the darker side of his character, unhappily, 
is brought out by the same evidence. 

The reader will by this time have had abundant 
evidence of the character of the relations betrveen Calcraft 
and Francis. They were those of a very zealous and 
very attached patron towards a friend, rather than a 
dependent, whom he admired and esteemed. He trans- 
ferred to the son the, intimacy which had long united him 



1772] FEANCIS; CALCEAFT, AND CHATHAM. 283 

with the father. When Calcraft deserted the Holland 
party, to attach himself to Lord Chatham, and w'hen Dr. 
Francis, the old household inmate of the family of Lord 
Holland along with himself, went to live exclusively at 
Bath, the ties between these two seem to a certain extent 
to have relaxed. But Francis the younger and Calcraft 
were only drawn the closer together They were 
connected in the most confidential manner, during the 
years 1770 and 1771, in repeated and fruitless efibrts to 
replace Lord Chatham in power. Calcraft was Chatham’s 
‘ wire puller ’ and political agent as well as informant. 
Francis aided him to the best of his ability, and with all 
the bitterness of his political partisanship. Calcraft inserts 
in his letters to Chatham several private communications 
received from Francis. At the very same time, we find 
Junius urging the veiy same views on the ex-Minister in 
private communications, which, notwithstanding their 
anonymous character, so far attracted attention as to be 
preserved by their receiver. 

Their united efibrts, however, failed : Calcraft remained 
in opposition, and Francis in his obscure occupation at 
tlie War Office. Then came the disaiipointment of tlie 
latter in the matter of promotion, and his resignation of 
his clerkship. Nothing could exceed the heai-tiness with 
which Calcraft stood his friend throughout this crisis. 
The pai'ticulars are narrated in the ‘ History and Discovery 
of Junius,’ vol. ii. of Bohn’s edition, p. Ixvii., &c.^ And. 
lastly, as we shall see more in detail, on the probable day 
of Francis’s dismissal or retirement (March 20), Calcraft 


^ He endeavoured to get paragraphs inserted in tlie newspapers announcing 
Francis’s appointment as deputy. He says to Almon the publisher (Jan, 
1772) : * I was not misinformed : I knew Francis was not deputy, but I 
wished him to be so, and to cram the newspapers with paragraphs that he 
was SO; for he is very deserving.’ 
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added a codicil to his will, bequeathing to him the sum 
of 1,000/. and an annuity of 250/. to Mrs. Francis. The 
Doctor was siuely right in naming Calcraft — as he does in 
his letter to his son of November 13, 17 G 8 — ‘ the man to 
whom I am indebted for aU your happiness, and for 
almost all T myself enjoy.’ And when Calcraft, in his last 
illness, intended to leave England and winter at Naples 
(seeliis last letter to Lord Chatham in the ‘Correspondence,’ 
August 21, 1772), his object, according to the fragment 
of autobiography, was to join Francis there. 

And yet, notwithstanding the ties which bound Francis 
to Calcraft, we find the following passage in Junius 
(October 5, 1771) : — 

Even the Bilent vote of Mr. Calcraffc is worth reckoning in a di- 
vision. What though he riots in the plunder of the avniy, and has 
only determined to he a patriot when he could not he a })oer ? Lot 
ns profit hy the assistance of such men when they are with us, and 
place them, if it he possible, in the post of danger to prevent deser- 
tion. 

It is not to be wondered at that the occurrence of this 
attack on Calcraft has been used by those who contested 
the authorshij) of Francis, as an argument in their favour. 
It was especially so employed by the late Mr. Crokcr, in 
an article in vol. xc. of the ‘ Quarterly Eeview,’ in which 
he advocated the claim of Lord Lyttelton. ‘ If Francis 
was Junius, he wantonly made this attack on Calcraft at 
the very time that he was in kind and confidential inter- 
course with him, and less than six months previously to 
his giving him the magnificent proof of friendship men- 
tioned above. Ingratum qui dixerit, omnia dixit. To 
assume that Francis was Junius is to stigmatise him as a 
monster of treacliery.’ And those who were not staggered 
in their faith by the circumstance may possibly have 
believed that the words thus reflecting on the writer’s 
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private friend, were inserted by ivay of aiding bis disguise, 
and not impossibly with tbe cognisance of Calcraft 
himself. 

But, unfortunately, we find a too parallel passage in 
Philip Francis’s own fragment of autobiography, wJiere 
he could have had no other purpose tlian that of record- 
ing the impressions of his own bitter and sarcastic spirit. 
I extract the following part only : the whole is given in 
the Appendix. ‘ Calcraft undoubtedly owed his rapid 
fortune to Mr. Fox’s patronage. He was the son of an 
attorney at Grantham, and went to town literally to 
seek his fortune. At the age of six-and-forty he liad a 
landed estate, the rent-roll of which was above 10,000Z 
a year. 

‘ In his quarrel with Lord Holland I think he had as 
much reason on his side as an interested man can have 
for deserting an old friend and benefactor. There was 
not virtue enough in either of them to justify their 
quarreUiug : if either of them had had common honesty, 
he never could have been the friend of the other. . . . ' 
From that time we may date the origin of Mr, Calcraft’s 
patriotism.’ There was, therefore, identity of sentiment 
and almost of language between Junius and Fi-ancis on 
the subject of Calcraft, w'hatever interpretation we may 
put on the circumstance. 

But, in dismissing the question of the authorship of 
Junius, I must add a few words on what has always ap- 
peared to myself an exceedingly perplexing part of the 
subject ; namely, the successful preservation of the secret 
during, and after, the period at which these famous letters 
appeared. 

Francis, if Francis was the author, was not, as the 
reader will by this time have abundantly verified, a m.nn 
of retired or unsocial habits. He lived very much in 
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the world ; in the society of well-informed and active 
pubhc official persons, such as Calcraft and D’Oyly ; in the 
remnant of the old Holland circle to Avhichhis father ivas 
attached; his days were spent in a busy public office, 
seeing and conversing with politicians every day, and this 
during the time in which these letters were exciting the 
most intense interest, and ivere tire subject of daily dis- 
cussion in all society. And yet, so far- as ^ve are able to 
discover, no one suspected him of the authoi’ship. 

His own extreme precaution and suspicion must of 
course have been the main cause of his success. The 
watchfulness of Junius in this resjiect, his exceeding dread 
of discovery, is well known to all the readers of his 
letters, and especially of the ‘ private ’ letters published by 
WoodMl. And the real Francis, as Ave have seen, had quite 
as strong a tendency to concealment as Junius himself. 
His domestic letters, so far as preserved — full as they are 
of cancels and erasures — give abundant evidence that, 
intimate as his associates might be Avith him in the ordi- 
nary sense of the Avord, none of them penetrated below 
the surface of his character. Hone of them, by any 
expression, give the idea of the writer’s being admitted 
into any real privacy with him. And of this great 
and successful concealment, besides, the fact itself stands 
incontiwertible, Avhether Ave can explain it or not. 
And it has abvays met every theorist respecting Junius, 
as the greatest obstacle to his particular view. If it be 
difficult of explanation as regards so comparatively obscure 
a person as Francis, a multo fortio7'i as regards Lord Tem- 
ple, Lord GeorgO' Germaine, Burke, and so forth. Either, 
it is erddent to all readers, Junius must have stood very 
hi%h in the political world, and then the preservation of 
his secret is a very unaccountable tiring-— or he must have 
been obscure enough to render that preservation easy : and 
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then it is very difficult to account for his extensive and 
minute political knowledge. Tlie peculiar position of 
Francis as a subordinate official in close connection with 
the higher world — unknown himself and knowing much 
— certainly does much towards evading the cogency of 
this dilemma. And probably no circumstance has tended 
more to the general acceptance of the Franciscan theory 
than this, independently of the particular proofs collected 
by others and those now added by Mr. Parkes. 

But although others certainly had no suspicion of tlie 
identity of Francis with Junius, is it possible, in the first 
place, that Calcraft had not ? 

We have seen, from the contents of this chapter, what 
the fragment of autobiography discloses in express lan- 
guage — namely, the relations between Calcraft and Francis. 
From 17G9 to 1771 they were fellow-conspii-ators in a 
great scheme, that of overturning the Grafton government 
and subsequently tliat of Lord North, and persuading or 
forcing Lord Chatham into power. Such was the general 
outline of the purpose of their combination. Calcraft’s 
part in executing it the ‘ Cliatham Correspondence ’ fully 
shows. It will be seen that he was in constant commu- 
nication with Chatham, urging, encouraging, adffisiug, and 
informing him. And the correspondence of Francis, to- 
gether with what we know from other sormces, equally 
demonstrates his share in the business. He — unknown 
to the proud and recluse Lord Chatham, except as his 
young amanuensis of a short time — only approached the 
great man through Calcraft. His business was to collect 
materials for Calcraft ; to stimulate him by use of the 
plentiful resources of his own wit, courage, and informa- 
tion ; to act, in short, as the jackal’s provider, who was 
himself providing for the lion. And while these two were 
thus engaged, a third auxiliaiw was beside them in the 



288 MEMOIES OF SIR PHILIP FRANCIS. [1712 

field, more powerful than either — Junius. Junhis dealt 
throughout similar blows, attacked the same enemies, 
raised the same standard ; but, under the shelter of the 
anonymous, his weapon penetrated far more severely. He 
was like the spectral warrior who fights beside the living 
combatants, in battles of old romance — 

For under tliat strange horseman 
Still thicker lay the slain — 

and while their efforts are forgotten, his have left a 
durable impression on the literature and politics of 
England. Such the coalition remained for more than 
two yeai's. It was broken up by the force of circum- 
stances. Nothing definite could be made of Chatham. 
Opposition fell to ])ieces. A reaction in favour of the 
Ministry was created (among other causes) by the violence 
of Junius himself. Caleraft relaxed his efforts and 
withdrew from the scene. Francis quarrelled with his 
chief and left his office. And Junius ceased to ^vrite. 

These being the facts, is it not the most probable 
supposition that Caleraft was cognizant of Junius? 
Could he, the wire-puller and intriguer, have read the 
letters under that signature from day to day, written as 
it were entirely in his own sense — have observed their 
notoriety and strong effect on the public mind — and not 
have sought for, and ascertained, their author, that author 
being all the time close at his side ? This is hard to 
believe ; and tlie supposition of confederacy is confirmed 
by the strong anxiety shown by Francis, if some stories 
can be trusted, to obtain his papers from Calcraft’s 
executors. (See Bohn’s ‘Junius,’ ii. Ixix.) Calcraft’s 
death in 1772 prevented all later divulgation of the secret. 
If this be so, the abuse of Caleraft by Junius was pro- 
bably a blind, as regards the public, though, as it happens, 
it expressed the inmost sentiments of Francis, who must 
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have felt that peculiar joy which none but the private 
lampooner knows, in finding that his associate received 
as a pretence what was meant in spiteful earnest. But 
the supposition remains a supposition only — ^nothing left 
by Calcraft, nothing left by Francis, exists to confirm it ; 
— and one other hypothesis is certainly conceivable: 
namely, that Francis professed to Calcraft that he knew 
the author of Junius, but was bound not to divulo-e his 
name ; and that Calcraft acquiesced, from not wishing to 
lose the services of so valuable an auxiliary. 

In the next place, whether Calcraft had such knowledge 
or not, is it possible that Henry Sampson Woodfall, the 
printer of the ‘ Public Advertiser,’ had none ? 

It must be remembered that the writer of this extra- 
ordinary mass of correspondence (Junius, the ‘ Miscel- 
laneous,’ and apparently many more) was in almost daily 
communication with the office of tluit newspaper. The 
interest felt by the proprietor of it in his personality and 
his proceedings must have been intense. He was the 
architect of its fortune ; the appearance of a letter by 
Junius raised its sale by many hundreds of copies. And, 
on the other liand, he was the cause of its constant 
danger of collision with tlie authorities. A letter of 
Junius was certain to fill Woodfall’s pocket, and at the 
same time to afflict Woodfall with a fit of nervousness on 
the subject of the law of libel. Is it conceivable that he, 
by aU accounts an able man of business, would not have 
set every engine in motion to ascertain the identity of his 
correspondent.? 

And could he have had any real difficulty? It has 
been seen, from Mr. Parkes’s memoir, that Woodfall was 
not only a schoolfellow of Francis, but through early life, 
though never intimate, yet more or less acquainted with 

VOL, I. u 
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him.^ The very handwriting of Francis — hearing the stamp 
of that pecnliai- ‘ Pauline ’ teaching to which Mr. Parkes 
adverts, and of which so many observers, in later times, 
have detected the reappeai-ance, though disguised in the 
manuscripts of Junius — would surely have been enough, 
without the aid of other corroborating circumstances, to 
set Woodfall on the right line of discovery. 

The inclination of my own belief certainly is, that Henry 
Sampson Woodfall was aware of the identity of Junius 
with Francis, from an early period of the correspondence 
— whether this knowledge was shared by other members 
of his family and firm, or not. In which case, the whole 
concoction of the correspondence must be considm-ed as 
in a certain sense the common adventure of Francis and 
Woodfiill. This would account, more easily than any 
other supposition, for the occasional assistance a/forded to 
the undertaking by inferior hands, of which it is dilficult 
to doubt in relation to the Candor and ‘ miscellaneous ’ 
portion. 

Of course, in this case, the whole of the mysterious 
particulars in the so-called ‘ private ’ letters — the secrecy 
observed respecting the communication between Junius 
and Woodfall, the appearance of the ‘ tall man in a liglit 
coat,’ and all the other details of the romance — must be 
regarded as got up on pur[)ose to tlirow dust in the eyes 
of some one, and most probably of H. S. Woodfall’s own 
associates and inferiors in his business. 

It may, however, be urged, on the other hand, and with 
much appearance of i*eason : if Ilenry Woodfall knew the 
secret of Junius, and therefore was m truth a confederate, 
what induced him to preserve so carefully as ho did all the 
‘ private letters,’ in a feigned hand, wlfich were addressed 

^ Mr. Parkes tkonglit that Francis avoided purposely keeping up intimacy 
witk Woodfall. Bat I do not see the evidence for tMs. 
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to him by Junius in furtherance of the objects of the 
conspiracy? the natural course would surely have been to 
destroy them. I cannot satisfactorily answer this obj ection. 
But it is remarkable that it was the habit of the Woodfalls 
to retain equally compromising documents. The editor 
of a popular paper, next to medical men and solicitors, is 
probably by far the greatest possessor, in modern days, of 
secrets of the confessional. Woodfall was confidentially 
addressed on delicate subjects by numbers of the leading 
men of the time : and their communications remain 
among the WoodfaU family papers used by Mr. Parkes. I 
subjoin, in a note, two or three selected from a multitude.^ 

1 Admiralty, February 23, 1772. 

Mr. Woodfall, — I sliall be obliged to you if, without mentioning my name 
or giving any hint where this comes from, you would, if possible, insert the 
underwritten paragraph in your paper of to-morrow, otherwise in that of 
Thursday, hut I wish much to have it in to-morrow : the fact with regard 
to the action is true. 

I am your very humble servant, 

Sandwich. 

^ We hear that the Earl of Sandwich has caused an action to he brought 
against the pidnter of the London ^ Evening Post ’ of the 2nd February, in 
order to vindicate his honour agmnst the infamous falsehood .contained in 
that paper.’ 

To Mr. K S. Woodfall 

Strawberry Hill, March 29, 1772. 

Sir, — am much obliged to you for your Mud attention in sending me the 
note you enclosed, as it certainly was not worth troubling the public with, 
yet very flattering to me. 1 am sorry to take up a corner of your paper ; 
but, if you should have room at any time, it would be an additional favour 
if you would be so good as to insert the advertisement below, from, though 
without the name of, Sir, 

Your most ohHged humble servant, 

Hob, Waibole. 

^ The author of a work, of which a new edition has been desired by a 
card sent to the printer of this paper, acquaints the persons who have done 
him the honour to make that request that he has hitherto been prevented 
by various accidents from giving another edition enlarged', but intends it as 
soon as he can offer it to the public in as satisfactory a manner as he wishes 
to give anything of his writing that they are pleased to regard favourably. 

^ EBBAtr.^ 
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It is necessary, however, to add that the Woodfall family, 
whose succession has been prolonged to our lime, have 
always denied any knowledge of Junius on the part of their 
ancestor ; and, more than this, that the current belief in 
that family has been that Francis was not Junius at all. 

Henry Sampson Woodfall, Fi'ancis’s contemporary at 
St. Paul’s School, died on Docoraber 12, 1805, at the age 
of 66.^ His younger brother William, who printed tlie 

The following is endorsed by Mr. Ptirkcs — probably on evidence of hand - 
writing — as from Charles James Fox : — 

To IL S. Wooilfall, Em. 

IliehTnond, Friday oveniiig. 

The omission of the Bellmnn’s verses in to-day’s ^Public Ad\ertiaer’ 
could have been of no disservice to you, though the insertion of them may 
tend to prejudice your friend — not that I should take the h'ast nolico, if you 
did not suppress every syllable of the kind in the winter. 1 have at leak a 
right to neighbour’s fare. 

My paragraphs being paid for, since you will not gratis tell the world 
they may expect a great deal of poverty, I hope you are well paid for taxing 
me with the want of it. 

The next is from Garrick. The fear which Junius entertained of thiwS 
actor’s interference with Woodfall will be remembered : — 

Dear Sir, — ^You have paragraphs in your paper which may malce a lady, 
for whom I have the greatest regard, very uneasy. 

You are too much of a man to give pain to the fair sex, and to one who T 
am sure could never offend you. If your own good sense and good nature 
will drop this persecution I shall be very particularly obliged to you, and, if 
you please, you shall be as free with me at any and all times. 

I am, dear sir, your most obliged and obedient servant, 

D. Gabuick. 

I need not tell you that the lady I mean is Lady Bridget Lucas. 

1 ’William Woodfall, the reporter, popuhirly called Memory Woodfall, 
from his extraordinary faculty of caiTying away in his head an accurate recol- 
lection of what had passed in a debate, in order subsequently to commit it 
to paper, the only way in which reporting could then be practised, was a 
brother of Henry Sampson. The following letter to <The Times,’ Decem- 
ber 24, 18J9, occasioned by one of Lord Palmerston’s occasional frolics in 
provincial speech-making, may be woHh preserving. 

Sir,-— In <Th© Times’ of to-day there appears the following statement 
made hy Lord Palmerston, in his speech to the toast of <The Press,’ at the 
Labourers’ Encouragement Society’s dinner at Eomsey j and as that state- 
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‘ Morning Chronicle,’ died before him. Henry Sampson’s 
eldest son George died in 1844, at the age of 78. This 
gentleman communicated to Mr. Parkes the following 
anecdote, among others, hostile to the pretensions of 
Francis : — 

‘ More than forty years since, I recollect my father re- 
turning from the Pauline dinner, and saying to some 

ment is luitbunded in fiict, and is most injurious to the memory of the late 
Mr. William Woodfall, the celebrated Parliamentary reporter, for whose 
name the public have had some regard, and to whose career his descendants 
(of whom I am one) look back with pride, I trust that you will allow me to 
call your attention to it. The words are as follow : — 

< I have heard that towards the end of the last century there was a man 
named Woodfall who used to publish debates, and how did he do it ? It is 
said he used to go to the gallery of the House of Commons, listen attentively, 
with his face in his hands, to what passed, go home, drinlc two pots of porter, 
go to bed, get up next morning, and from his dreams and recollections make 
out what he called a report of a debate.’ 

Now, Sir, Mr. William Woodfall was an honourable, well-educated man, 
editor of a newspaper, endowed by his Creator with an extraordinary 
memory. At a tune when Parliamentary reporting was in its infancy; 
when there wore not the relays of reporters and the steam engines of * The 
Times’ to furnish a verbatim report of the night’s proceedings for the 
morning’s reading ; and when Parliamentary speeches, being addressed less 
to the public than as arguments to the House, did not reach their present 
interminable length ; he attended Parliament and reported from memory at 
the earliest moment the essence of the debate, honestly and with talent. 
His reports were true according to his power, and not made up by a drunken 
impostor, as Lord Palmerston would have us believe, out of * his dreams and 
recollections.’ They were a great boon to the public (for which his name 
lives to the present time), and were the germ of that political education. of 
the people which you, by the aid of modern appliances and great expenditure, 
have brought to its present perfection. 

The sons of Mr, William Woodfall are no more (one of them was the 
Chief Justice of Cape Breton, and the author of the ^ Law of Landlord and 
Tenant ’ — a textbook of the law to the present time) ; but I, as his grandson, 
must indignantly deny the injurious character given to him by Lord 
Palmerston, and assert, from my own association with his immediate 
descendants (his widow, his sons, and others), that he was regarded, by 
those who knew him, with respect for his moral qualities, as he lives still in 
our annals remai-kable for his intellectual endowments, 

I am, Sir, your most obedient servant, 

Heekon T. Woodeall. 

5 Oakley Terrace, Chelsea, December 29, 1859, 
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friends that he had met his old schoolfellow Francis there 
soon after his return from India in 1781. A gentleman 
present observed to my father, “ Then you have seen your 
old friend Junius.” On which he replied, with very 
marked emphasis, “ To my certain knowledge Francis 
never wrote a single line of Junius.'” Now, though my 
father might not have known the real author, yet it is 
very possible that lie may have known that Francis was 
on the continent when Junius was corresponding with 
him in London.’ 

I have left those last erroneous words standing, because 
they certainly tend to show tlie incompleteness of Mr. 
George Woodfall’s acquaintance with the subject. We 
now know, beyond the possibility of mistake, that Francis 
was in London, or near it, tlirough the whole of that cor- 
respondence, 

I add, in the Appendix, M'r. Parkes’s note of a conversa- 
tion between himself and Miss Woodfall, the surviving 
daughter of Henry Sampson, as late as 1857. 

Before concluding this part of the subject, I must add 
one further observation as to the question how far the 
secret of Junius was inviolate. 

There is one more associate of Francis whom it is very 
difficult to suspect of entire ignorance. This was Christo- 
pher D’Oyly. The two had lived together for years, as 
bosom intimates, in the War Office. H’Oyly must needs 
have been cognisant of Francis’s occupation at the office 
every day ; and from the office (according to reasonable 
supposition) Francis usually wrote. The letters (in the 
latter part of the series) related, almost exclusively, to 
a question in which D’Oyly was personally and deeply 
interested. They contained knowledge which could have 
been familiar only to one man capable of so using it, 
except D’Oyly himself, and that man D’Oyly’s daily asso- 
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ciate. They must have been constantly under D’Oyly’s 
eyes and in his thoughts, for no man in D’Oyly’s station 
and position passes negligently over newspaper articles 
of great publicity and deeply affecting Mmself. It is not 
too much to say that, unless some very special artifice 
was adopted to throw him off the scent, D’Oyly must have 
known who wrote Veteran. It does not necessaxily 
follow that he knew who wrote Junius ; but it is all but 
a consequence. 

To sum up, in the fewest possible words, the impressions 
conveyed by the pajiers before me on this very obscure 
and difficult question : If Fi-aucis was Junius, and if any 
(me knew the secret that lie was so, I believe that the 
initiated were three men — Calcraft,Woodfall, and D’Oyly. 
But it must remain an open question whether there were 
any such initiated, or whether Francis, by his extreme 
caution and his system of leading his friends off in false 
directions, mystified all the world including these three. 

That Junius can only be described with truth as a 
political adventui'cr there is no doubt. It is plain enough 
that his own personal success in life was involved in that 
of the party whose cause he adopted, or, to speak still 
more accurately, in the fall of the party which he attacked. 
And it is equally true that he was utterly unscrupulous 
in his use of means ; that his sincerity, even when he was 
sincere, was apt to assume the form of the most ignoble 
rancour; and that no ties of friendship, or party, or 
connection, seem to have restrained his virulence. All this 
is but too deducible from the published anonymous writings 
only. And the conclusions to which the sentiments and 
conduct of Francis would lead us, as evinced in his manu- 
script remains, are assuredly much the same. But when 
all this has been said, there remains a residue of a higher 
order, which must in justice to him be fairly weighed in 
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the balance. Notwithstanding all liis sins against justice 
and truth, Junius was assuredly actuated at bottom by a 
strong and ardent public spirit. He was throughout a 
genuine lover of his country. He was earnest in behalf 
of her honour and of her bberties. He saw clearly that 
her road to the accomplishment of a higlier destiny lay 
through the maintenance of that honour and the exten- 
sion of those liberties. He hated with an honest hatred 
the meanness of principle and venality of conduct which 
characterised but too strongly the governments against 
which he fought, and tarnished the political genius of his 
time. And very remai'kable was the success which at- 
tended his struggle against them. Great indeed were the 
practical victories achieved by the efforts of this nameless, 
obscure agitator. Freedom of the press, and the per- 
sonal freedom of the subject, owe probably more to the 
writings of Junius than to the eloquence of Chatham or 
Burke, the law of Camden and Dunning. It is not too 
much to say that after the appearance of those writings, a 
new tone on these great subjects is found to prevail in 
our political literature. Doctrines which had previously 
met with almost general consent became exploded, truths 
which up to that time had been only timidly propounded 
were placed, in jrost-Junian times, on the order of the day. 
It is no doubt very true that he wtis only fighting in the van 
of an advancing cause, and that these public benefits would 
as certainly have been secured to us if Junius had never 
written. But it is just as certain that America would 
have been discovered had Columbus never existed ; yet 
no one therefore contests the greatness of Columbus, or 
the obligations under which mankind lies towards him. 

And these considerations help us to account for another 
great element in his success — his literary merit. Most 
critics, whose opinions are of value, have joined in veiy 
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Mgh admiration of the letters of Junius, taken by themselves 
as works of art. The best of them are not only enormously 
superior to the ordinary political writing of that time — 
equal perhaps to the best political writing of any time — 
but they are certainly superior to anything else that Junius 
can be supposed or conjectured to have written. It has 
long been argued that Francis could not be Junius, be- 
cause of that superiority ; although tliose who study the 
remains of Francis, now given to the public, may perhaps 
modify that opinion. But then the letters are to the fuU 
as superior, generally speaking, to those which preceded 
them in the same newspapers under a variety of signa- 
tures, most or very many of which there can be no doubt 
were written by Junius, whoever he was. The riddle, 
therefore, remains thus far unsolved on any theory. But 
IS there not really a ready solution ? The letters signed 
Junius are of very various merit ; but the best, as has been 
fully admitted, exceed in fire and force the writer’s other 
productions. But the mind of Francis was singularly 
precocious : this the records of his earliest years plainly 
show ; and intellectual powers of this description are apt 
to attain ripeness at a period of life when those of slower 
men are in course of development. And is not a still 
stronger reason for their superiority to be found in the fact 
that they w'ere written under peculiar and ardent political 
excitement ? It wiU be observed that the period of their 
excellence is coincident with that during which Francis 
was in close and busy, though indirect, communication 
with Chatham, whom in earher fife he had depreciated ; 
when he reported his speeches, watched his every move- 
ment, adopted all his tendencies, and himself suggested 
some of them. Francis was one of those whose spirits 
‘ are not finely touched but to fine issues.’ It was this con- 
tagious enthusiasm, this passing fever of the brain, which 
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scribe into an inspired writer, the cofFee-lioiise politician 
into a patriot and a statesman. The fire which had 
blazed thus brightly for a brief space sank again when 
its temporary fuel was consumed. Francis remained a 
powerful, often a commanding writer and speaker ; but the 
oracular spirit breathed through Junius no more. 


NOTE (A). 

The author of the ^Listory and Discovery of Junius' (Dr. 
Mason Goode) enumerated thirty-seven persons whose claims to 
the authorship of ^Junius’ had been more or less seriously 
advocated. Mr. Parkes raised the number to forty-two in 
the subjoined list. He had collected materials for special dis- 
proof in almost every one of these cases. But the present 
work would not afford scope for such investigation. 


False claims to Authorship of Junius. 


1. Burke (Fdmund). 

2. Lord George Sackville. 

3. Lord Chatham. 

4. Colonel Barre. 

5. Hugh Macaulay Boyd. 

0. Dr. Butler. 

7. John Wilkes. 

8. Lord Chesterfield. 

9. Henry Flood. 

10. Burke (Willimn). 

11. Gibbon. 

12. W. G. Hamilton, 

13. Charles Lloyd. 

14. General Lee. 

15. John Roberts. 

16. / The Grenvilles (George 

17. land James). 

18. Lord Temple. 

19. Duke of Portland. 

20. WilHam Greatrakes, 

21. Richard Glover, 

22. Sir William Jones. 

23. James Hollis. 


24. Laughlin Maclean. 

25. Rosenhagen (Rev. P hili p). 

26. John Horne Tooke. 

27. John Kent. 

28. Henry Grattan. 

29. Daniel Wray. 

SO. Horace Walpole. 

31. Alex. Wedderburn (Lord 

Loughborough) . 

32. Dunning (Lord Ashburton). 

33. Rich (Lieut.-GenL Sir Ro- 

bert, Bart.). 

34. Dr. Philip Francis. 

35. A J unto (or Political Joint 

Company, with Junius's 
official signature). 

36. De Lolme. 

37. Mrs. Macaulay. 

38. Daniel Wray. 

39. Sir Philip Francis. 

40. Lord Littleton. 

41. Wolfram Cornwall, 

ATroV'Tj m* "PA’wrYicilll 
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With respect to the claim of the last of these names, advocated 
in a special pamphlet, I cannot forbear suggesting that if the 
following epitaph, composed by the Governor for his deceased 
wife, is actually to be found (as stated in that pamphlet) in 
Lincoln Cathedral, he must have indulged in a vein of senti- 
ment and of English very little akin to Junius : — 

^ Here is entombed Dame Harriet, daughter of Lieutenant- 
General Churchill ; wife in her first marriage to Sir Everard 
Fawkner, knight : in her second, to Governor PownalL She 
died February 6, 1777, aged 5L Her person was that of 
animating beaut}^ with a complexion of the most exquisite 
brilliancy, unfiided when she fell. Her understanding was of 
such quickness and reach of thought, that her knowledge, altliough 
she had learning, was instantaneous and original. Her heart, 
warmed by universal benevolence to the highest degree of 
sensibility, had a ready tear for pity, and glowed with friend- 
ship as with a sacred and inviolate fire. Her love to those who 
were blessed with it was happiness. Her sentiments were cor- 
rect, refined, elevated. Her manner so cheerful, elegant, 
amiable and winning, that while she was admired she was 
beloved; and, while she enlightened and enlivened, she was 
the delight of the world in which she lived. She was formed 
for life: she was prepared for death: which being a gentle 
wafting to immortality, she lives where life is real.’ 

NOTE (B). 

Mr. Parkes, with that patient industry with which he treated 
the whole of this question, had examined, among the Francis 
papers, one of Sir Philip’s folios, containing copies of articles in 
otlier newspapers than the Public Advertiser,’ which appeared 
during the period of, and immediately before, Junius (May 
1768 to April 1770). Many of these are corrected and punc- 
tuated by Sir Philip himself. It is therefore, highly probable 
that all, or most of them, were contributed by himself. 

Copies hound up in one of Sir P. Francises folio volumes. 

North Briton. No. L, May 28, 1768.^ — ^Letter to Lord Mansfield 
which Bingley, the publisher, in a note says was sent to him by 
one of Ms correspondents. 
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North Briton, N'o. LI. June 9, 1768. — Bingley’s defence for print- 
ing No. L., &c. 

North Briton, No. LXII. August 20, 1768. — On tlie abuse of the 
Civil List, an article signed P.M. ; and another anonymous article 
(apparently by Francis) on the St. G-eorge’s Fields riot and 
‘ massacre,’ with funny anecdote of an Irish soldier. 

North Bnton, No. LXIIL August 27, 1768. — On the same subject 
(the massacre), Shakespeare quoted ; also, mention of Cromwell 
and Charles II, All probably by Francis. 

North Briton, No. CXLIX. (in continuation No. CHI.), the Lords’ 
protest and list of protesting peers. Lord Archer’s name, MS. 
corrected by Francis, Ac. 

Same folio ml. 

The Wliis^perer, No. VI. March 2, 1770.— On the City address or 
remonstrance. Jun Ins’s letter of March 19, 1770, I'eprinted. 

Kltufs 8]}eech of November 13, 1770, bound up. King’s printer’s 
copy. 

North Briton, Extra No. CXCIV. (In continuation No. CXLVII.) 
Reprint of Debate in Lords of Nov. 22, 1770. Chatham’s and 
other speeches, with a shoi't introduction, signed Bingley, alleged 
to be taken in shorthand. 

Military Warranty Feb. 11, 1767. — Requesting attendance of officers 
belonging to regiments on Foreign Stations. 

In 4to mlume of Bound Tracts. 

North Briton. Feb. 7, 1770. No. CXLIX. (See above.) 

Note. In another of his folio volumes, containing MS. reports in his 
own hand of Lords’ debates, he has copied out from the Lords’ 
votes or journals of that day the record of the division ; and in 
the same vol. he has bound up his rough MS. report of the debate 
on the Middlesex election, speeches of Lords Chatham, Temple, 
the Duke of Grafton, Ac. Ac. This was evidently notes from 
memory, subsequently, no doubt, written out in extenso. Wood- 
fall would rarely publish a debate, as against privilege ; and the 
extra ^ North Briton,’ ‘Whisperer,’ ‘Scourge,’ Ac. were set on to 
risk publication. (See Appendix.) 

North Briton. Dec. 17, 1770. — Letter to Lord Mansiicld. Bingley 
the publisher says sent by an unknown correspondent. 

The Scourge, No. I, Jan. 28, 1771 . — An attack on Lord Mansfield. 
Punctuation corrected by Francis in his copy. 

The Scourge^ No. IL Jan. 80, 1771. — Lord Mansfield is specially 
abused ; reference is also made in a note to the question of im- 
prisonment for debt, on which subject Francis had contemporary 
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pamphlets among his books; also Jackson’s King’s Bench Sermon 
is alluded to. 

The Whisperer. No. LV. March 2, 1771. — Libellous art. on the King 
and Lords’ Protest, Feb. 2, reprinted. Secret history of the 
House of Hanover promised in next number. 

The The next No., LVI., contains such Secret His- 

tory. 

The FarJictmentarif Spy. No. XX. April 10, 1770. — Letter to the 
Third George, This copy of Francis’s he has corrected in some 
errata. Also he has corrected a misprint in the Latin motto. 
The number also contains a letter, signed Kermolaus^ against 
Lord Mansfield, (fee. 


NOTE (C). 

The following letter (dated Athenseunij March 16, 1861) was 
written by the late Mr. Senior to Mr. Parkes on a subject 
which has caused much speculation — the reason which may 
have induced the adoption of the name ^ Junius ’ and his motto. 

My dear Parkes, — I have often tried to guess the meaning of the 
motto to Junius, Stat nominis umbra: ‘the shadow of the name 
stands.’ But in looking the other day at the title-page of the 
‘ Etymologicon Anglicanum,’ I thought that I could guess the 
meaning. 

The title is : 

Franciscii Jimii 
Francisci Filii 
Etymologicon 
Anglicanum. 

And under the frontispiece are these words : 

Franciscus Junius, 

Francisci Filius. 

Wo know that Sir P. Francis often gave obscure hints as to his 
authorship of Junius. I think that by the words ‘ Stat nominis 
umbra,’ ho meant to indicate that Junius was the son of Francis. 
This may seem far-fetched ; but what other explanation of the 
motto can you give ? My explanation is, that he meant to establish 
a claim to the authorship, without being forced to make that claim ; 
which in fact he never had the courage to do. N. W. Senioe. 

The coincidence is a very curious one. But it is assuredly 
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a coincidence only. Had Francis ever happened to notice the 
title-page to the ^ Etymologicon Anglicanum ’ (it appeared in 
1743), it may he pretty safely assumed that he never would 
have taken the name of Junius. 

As to the motto, it is scarcely necessary to remind classical 
scholars (and Francis was no ordinary one), that Lucan’s mean- 
ing is not what Mr. Senior supposed, but Mie (Pompey) stands, 
the shadow of a (great) name.’ A meaning, though not pre- 
cisely identical with what Francis had in his mind, yet suffi- 
ciently near to require no explanation. — (Enixoii.) 
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CHAPTER VIII. 

APPOINTMENT TO INDIA. 

.'Et. 32-34. 

Continental tour with Grodfrey, 1772 — Interview with Pope Clement 
XIV. — Death of Calcraft — Return to England — Death of Dr. Francis 
— ^Msit to Amsterdam — Appointment to the Council of Bengal — Sup- 
posed reasons for it — Relations with Lord Barrington — Francis visits 
Lord Clive — ^Family letters — India House disputes about Instructions 
under the Regulation Act — ^Pecuniary affairs of Francis — He sails, 
April J774. 

On July 7, 1772, Francis left England on a protracted 
continental tour, accompanied by his often mentioned 
friend Mr. Daniel Godfrey; and did not return until 
December 14 in the same year. I have not found 
among the Francis papers any of his correspondence 
with his son, wife, and family during this absence. But 
(with his usual methodical minuteness) he kept a careful 
journal of his travels. Most of it consists only of 
commonplace details of journeys and expenses, and I have 
not found it practicable to insert it at length within the 
limits of the present pubhcation. Their posting route ^ 

^ Lady Francis tells us a singular story in connection (no doubt) with 
their voyage to Calais on this occasion : — 

^ Francis was going with Godfrey to the continent during the publication 
of the Junius Letters.’^ A storm arose between Dover and Calais, and 
there were two English ladies aboard who were particularly alarmed. At 
Calais the passengei’s were being taken ashore in boats, the weather still 
being very alarming. One of the ladies begged the protection of Francis, 
and when he was going into the boats implored him not to leave her. He 
told her there were other boats less crowded than his, and the captain 
would see her safe. She refused to listen, threw her arms round his 
neck, and clung to him at imminent risk to the lives of both, until they 
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lay throngli Elanders to Liege and Spa, then a place of 
much fashionable resort, where he complains that ‘ what 
an Englishman would call a good lodging at Bath is not 
to be had under a guinea a day. As for the amusements, I 
see nothing yet but dancing, faro, and hazard.’ Here he 
fell in with his wandering kinsman Ma,jor Baggs. From 
Spa they made their way through Lorraine, by Fancy and 
Metz, to Strasbourg, where the special subjects of Francis’s 
commendation are the exquisite perch, trout, and carp, 
and the ‘ filigree ’ workmanship of the Cathedral steeple. 

‘ Very hot,’ he complains, ‘ and nothing to do. Fo 
spectacle for the afternoon. So we determine to eat a 
very good dinner, and be good company till supper-time. 
My companion slept ill last night, and looks but dull. 
F.B. — Billiards a great resource in travelling. We 
have not yet seen quite so many cities as Ulysses, but 
we are much better acquainted with the manners of 
postilions.’ From Strasbourg they crossed the Ehiue and 
proceeded through the Duchy of Wiirtemburg (where he 
was struck with the ‘ extreme misery and desolation of 
the country ’) to Augsburg, and so to Munich : complain- 
ing ranch of the maimers of the country, and the ‘ eternal 
embarras of neither understanding nor being understood.’ 
Francis was a linguist, but a knowledge of German was 
not among his accomplishments. ‘ At tliroc in the morning 
(at Munich) we found ourselves between two feather- 
beds ; at five the bells begau to ring ; at six a copper- 
smith went to work, under a window ; at seven there was 
a fair; at nine the place was no longer tenable.’ 

reached the boat in safety and thence the shore. The two ladies invited the 
two gentlemen to sup with them at their hotel, which they did, and found 
that they wore the Misses K,, fleeing from the notoriety which the allusions 
pi Junim had produced, F. used to tell this story to his wife, and speak of 
it as an extraordinaiy rencontre.’ 

Unless this story relates to the sister of the two Kennedys, alluded to in 
the famous Junius letter of May 28, 1770, 1 cannot elucidate it. 
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Oil August 1 they go to see the Elector’s hunting loc^®-=; 
at ‘ Schleisser ’ (Schleissheiin?), and meet his Serene High- 
ness on the road. 

In tliis coiii't there is but one man wlio lives tolerably, and that 
is tlic Elector. All the rest are literally beggars : no trade, no 
nianniactures of any kind : even agriculture but little attended to. 
The Elector has above twenty bunting seats, and probably one- 
fourth of the whole country is kept in forest for the preservation of 
the game. . . . With regard to the Elector himself, it may be worth 
observing that although we saw every room in three of his palaces, 
we literally did not see a single book, even by accident, upon a 
table. 

They proceeded by Innspruck and the Brenner road 
into Italy. Though Francis dwells on ‘ dreadful preci- 
pices, fountains, rivulets, cascades, and cataracts,’ and the 
other ordinary sights of an Alpine journey, it is evident 
that he had no special gift for the observation of nature, 
nor (it may be added) were his tastes in general those of 
an observer, except of mankind. Verona he finds gay and 
handsome, and swarming ‘ with nobility. A count served 
me as a cicerone : he kissed my hand for a sequin.’ At 
Vicenza, he observes, respecting the ‘ Olympic Theatre,’ 
built by Palladio in imitation of antiquity : — 

‘ In reading Terence and Plautus, I always thought it 
absurd that the characters in the same scene are fre- 
quently supposed not to see or hear each other, though 
necessarily very near. But when I see a stage divided 
into streets, the difficulty is removed. This disposition 
of the scene is equally handsome and convenient, and of 
course preserves the unity of place. But the scene must 
always be in the street.’ 

The travellers reached Venice on August 9, put up 
at the ‘ Eegina d’lnghilterra,’ and remained there until the 
19th examining the sights of the place. ‘ These gondoliers 
are fine fellows, with wonderful large noses. Plenty of 

¥OL. I. 3: 
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grapes, melons, peaches, nectarines, mushrooms, red 
mullet, and pigeons innumerable, as big as young 
fowls ; figs, oranges, beccaficos and ortolans are next in 
succession.’ 

They left Venice by a Eomagnole trading vessel, bound 
for Ancona ; but were driven by stress of weather to laud 
at a little haven (Porto Levante) at the mouth of the 
Adige ; whence they made their way across country to 
Eavenna, ‘ a clean handsome city, with a multitude of 
magnificent palaces uninhabited by Monsignori. Por- 
inerly a sea-port, now an inland town. Tantum reliijio 
potuit!’ Francis, on subjects like this, always favoured 
tlie cynical style of his schoolfellow' Gibbon. But in 
what way religion caused the sea to recede fi-oni the coast 
at Eavenna he does not explain. They posted along the 
Jiimilian road to Pesaro, where they were pleased with 
the civility and attention of a certain Abbate Grazia, who 
‘ introduced us to his brother and sister-in-law, both very 
polite, and the lady ratlier pretty. Mem. Mr. Godfrey 
very uneasy about the shape of his right leg ; in the lady’s 
presence kept the left chiefly in sight.’ From Pesaro 
they went to Ancona. ‘ I believe there is nothing more 
curious and striking than the effects of industry and idle- 
ness in places lying within a few miles of each other. This 
vicinity of the two objects makes the comparison the 
more obvious. On the coast of the Adriatic the towns 
are populous and well-built. Plenty of provisions, and 
the inhabitants apparently at their ease. A dozen miles 
from the shore, you see nothing but beggary, misery, 
nakedness, and religion.' 

Visiting Loretto and the Falls of Terni in their road, 
they crossed the Apennines by the Foligno route, and 
arrived at Eome, ‘ at Benedetto’s,’ August 30, but only to 
pass through it ; Francis prevailing on Godfrey, ‘ not- 
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witlistauding his apprehension of the aria cattiva, so 
ridiculously magnified by travellers,’ to he one night in 
Eome, for the sake of seeing the Pantheon. 

They reached Naples September 2, and made it their 
head-quarters for the rest of the month. The following 
tariff of daily expenditure of two Englishmen at ‘ Ema- 
nuel’s,’ ‘ a very pleasant, agreeable lodging on the sea- 
side,’ may serve by way of comparison with that of a 
century later. 


Dinner 10 carlins eacli 


. = 20 

Supper 5 do. each . 


, = 10 

Breakfast 3 do. each 


. = 6 

Chariot 


10 

Coachman . 


2 

Valet de place 


4 

Lodgings . , 


15 


73 = about IZ. 7$, Od. 

They suffered severely from heat, dust, and mosquitos, 
and what they considered the arrogant pretensions of the 
nobility, to one of whom (the Prince Erancavilla) they had 
to give np their lodgings. ‘ These princes are apt to 
think themselves great persons. This is certainly the' 
country of titles. There are princesses who are not ad- 
mitted to court because they have not clothes to appear in. 
A tailor is magnifico, a dancing-master most illustrious.’ 
They visited the court, and attended one or two coui;t 
balls, but seem chiefly to have lived with two or three 
Engli sh — ^Mr. Smith Parry, Mr. Hart, Mr. Young. Of 
scenery or of art nothing is said. ‘ Went to Vesuvius, 
climbed up a little of it witli great fatigue, then gave it 
up.’ ‘ Went to Pompeia, a most miserable journey of 
a'bout fourteen miles, through a cloud of dust and 
powdered ashes. As for the antiquities, I would not 
walk ten yards to see them ! ’ It should be added, in 
mitigation, that they were both iU, having caught the 
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malai’ia fever in the Poutine marshes, and that the sirocco 
— a Neapohtan September sirocco — ^\vas blowing most of 
the time. 

They left Naples October 4, and ‘ dined at Capua on 
their own provisions. Here oldllannibal might now quarter 
his army in safety ! ’ They got ‘ an admirable lodging ’ 
at Eomc near the Piazza di Spagna, for twelve pauls a 
day. Here they fell into the hands of an Abbe Grant, 
who acted as their cicerone and purveyor, and procured 
them the honour of an interview with Pope Clement SIT. 
at Castel Gandolfo. The incidents of this interview (on 
which Francis loved to dwell in after life) are described 
in a letter to Dr. Campbell, to which reference will pre- 
sently be made. The remaining details of their stay at 
Eome relate only to the ordinary subjects of toui'ists — 
sight-seeing and extortion. ‘ What a set of vultures have 
we escaped from I (he writes, on leaving it.) The worthy 
Abbe Grant, who attended us but one day, and who 
refused to take money from Mr. Godfrey, was resplved, 
however, not to lose anything by us. By his advice 
we gave the Pope’s sei'vants two sequins ; at the convent 
he desired us to give him four sequins, which he said he 
would leave with the father guardian, by way of charity ; 
at parting, he obliged Mr. Godfrey to give him six sequins 
for a fan not worth one ; and, to crown all, his servant 
took care to come to wish us a good journey! Wo 
were curious to see the Pretender and his wife ; but this 
gentleman had his reason for not showing us the way. 
Yet the time has been when Abbe Grant would not have 
been so scrupulous.’ 

On October 22 Francis finds liimself at Eadicofani. 
‘ Mem. It was determined by Fate that I should complete 
my thirty-second year in the territories of the Grand Duke, 
I wish I were sure of completing as many more in the 
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territories of any prince upon earth, even the Emperor of 
Angola.’ Spending some days at Pisa, Leghorn, Lucca 
(with which he was much pleased, and where he descants 
on the indolence of the nobility and the prevalence of 
cicisbeism), and leaving Godfrey at Pistoia with some rela- 
tions, Francis reached Florence, ‘ Vanmi’s,’ on the 29th, 
where he records little but illness and dulness in the ab- 
sence of Godfrey; but dines at the British Envoy Sir 
Horace Mann’s, ‘ a large company, handsome dinner, and 
well served. Among the rest, the dear Lord Tylney and 
his supposed nephew Jo. . . . Travelling, perhaps, may 
polish tlie manner of our youth, but qumre whether the 
Italian polish be worth the price Ave pay for it.’ Ee- 
joined by his companion, he proceeds homeward; and 
nothing of interest occurs in their return by Turin, Mont 
Cenis, and Lyons, until they reach Paris, November 28. 
On the 30th ‘ met Mr. lloseuhagen,' en frac, hat and 

^ This clerical schoolfellow and intimate of Francis was passing his time on 
the Continent under not very reputable circumstances, if it is right to place 
any reliance on the following extract from a scandalous publication of the 
day, the ^ Town and Country 31agazine ’ for 1776 : — 

^ Extract of a Letter from Paris* 

^ We have a phsenomenon here, an English parson, the descendant of a 
German minister. His name is R — ^s—h — gen. He was chaplain to an 
English regiment ; but being a very active man, and abusive writer on the 
side of opposition, he found himself under the necessity of retiring*, and 
commenced chevalier d'industrie at large. He was not unacquainted with 
the finesses at play, and availed himself of them upon every occasion. 
However, as this commerce is not the most certain in the world, he found 
it expedient to extend his credit upon paper to a very considerable amount. 
When the bills became due, he sought refuge in the verge of the court 5 
but even here his liberty became perilous, and he judged it prudent to 
make a tnp to the Continent. He went to the south of France, and 
sojommed for a considerable time at Lyons j here it was necessaiy to call 

his adroitness into play, by which, under the sanction of Mrs. P 1 (Lady 

L— g — n — ^r’s mother), who was his patroness, and with whom he lived on 
the strictest intimacy for some time, his hours glided in ease and luxury. 
But a disagi’eeable discovery of an operation at Lansquenette induced him 
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feather : by much the most important person that 
we have met with in our travels. Hand and glove 
with the first people in the kingdom. A thorough 
Frenchman, professing a contempt for eveiything that 
belongs to the country.’ They remained in Paris ten 
days. Francis speaks of it as if not unfamiliar with 
tlie city, but says nothing of former visits. He obtains 
his passport from Colonel St. Paul, secretary to the 
British Embassy, and receives from him despatches for 
the Secretary of State. ‘Wlien this gentleman killed 
Dalton, his name was plain Paul. It has been wittily 
said of him that he went out a murderer and returned a 
Saint.’ Crossing from Calais, Francis ‘breakfasted at 
Ingress,’ on December 14 (Calcraft, his friend, had died 
tliere in his absence, on August 23), and ‘ arrived in Duke 

to quit tliat city a la sourdine, and to repair to this metropolis. He had 

not been here long before ho made acquaintance with IVIadame L , who 

being upon the haut-tou of demireps, she was caressed by persons of the 
tirat rank. Her house is now the belle assemblde of first-rate ladies of her 
complexion, and wherever they resort the men will go. Cards form the 
greatest pai*t of the enjoyment of these parties. Deep play is the word 
every night ; the ladies fieece their male friends with impunity, and the 
parson has a fellow-feeling. Besides, as he is a scholar, and a man of 
address, he easily ingratiates himself with his countrymen, who think them- 
selves honoured to be introduced to a real marquis and an imaginary 
countess, Clericus has been very successful in these pursuits for some time, 
as an English baronet and a Welch ’squire can testify. Notwithstanding 

these nocturnal revels, 11 is seen every forenoon reading his Tacitus in 

the Thuilleries or the Palais Iloyal, with as much gravity and composure 
as if the whole night had been devoted to study.’ 

Eosenhagen is said, in other papei*s of the time, to have resided at Orleans 
in 1774 with his wife, the sister of a well-known Mrs. Grosvenor. 

Godfrey (who had remained in Paris a few days after Francis’s departure) 
writes to the latter on December 15, 1772, an account of a very convivial 
party in which ^ Bosenhagen and I very calmly drank two bottles of cham- 
pagne and four of Burgundy,’ and of a quarrel with the landlady, which 
ended by Bosenhagen ^concluding a long speech to her in these words, 
which he pronounced with singular animation : “ Madame, j’ai I’honneur de 

Tons dire que vous etes gueuse, que vos filles sont et que monsieur 

Totre mari est b^te et cocu.” I noTer laughed more in my life, nor he j 
he was really inspired*’ 
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Street about noon, as liappy to return as I was to set 
out.’ 

Francis communicated a better account of his inter- 
view with the Pope than is to be found in his journal to 
his friend Dr. Campbell,^ in the following letter from 
Eome. (It was printed some years ago in the ‘ Athenseum ’ 
newspaper.) 

Rome, October 17, 1772. 

Dear Sir, — At last I Have an opportunity of keeping the promise 
you were so kind as to exact from me, when I left England. I have 
not been unmindful of my engagement, but I wished to perform it 
a little more to your satisfaction, than by a detail of the ordinary 
occurrences of a journey, or the common observations of travellers. 
You are not to be entertained with the rattling of French roads, the 
fixinine of an Italian inn, or the velocity of postilions within a given 
time. As for pictures and statues, I have really seen so many that 
I remember nothing. In a very large mixed company, one seldom 
contracts a lasting acquaintance. Neither would my advice be of 
much use to you, for I fancy at present you have no thoughts of 
travelling. But, my good and worthy friend, I have the pleasure of 
thinking that I can meet you upon your own ground, upon your 
favourite topic, a great and good prince who does honour to a throne. 
I know to whom this glorious character most eminently belongs. 
Yet, trust me, there are princely virtues on both sides the Alps. 
The present Eoman pontiff is worthy of his station. He had no 
family connexions, he had no private interest nor foreign protection, 
and circumstanced as the affairs of the Holy See then were, it was 
impossible for him to have been Pope if he had not deserved it. 
Yet it is not his personal merit I admire so much as the ready con- 
currence of so many rivals to acknowledge and reward it. The 
success of his administration he piously attributes to the goodness 
of Providence. His modesty will not suffer him to insist, upon the 
indffence of second causes. As to mattei’S of religion, I would not 
debate the point with him. In worldly affairs, I believe we may 
affirm that common men are not usually the instruments of wise 
councils or of important events. At his accession to the pontificate, 

^ Author of the ‘ Political Survey of Great Britain/ 1774. He took an active 
part in the debates of the Court of Proprietors at the India House, and was 
a strong partisan on the side of Francis until Ms death (December 1775). 
His house in Queen Street, Bloomsbury, was much frequented by literary 
and other distinguished men. Francis took out to India with him a son of 
this gentleman, who died on the voyage. 
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he found the affairs of the Church in the utmost disorder. Portugal 
totally alienated ; France dissatisfied ; Spain little less than hostile ; 
and Naples actually in arms upon the frontier. Scarcely had he 
reigned a twelvemonth, when everyone of these untoward circum- 
stances was reversed. I ask no other proof of the msdom of his 
councils. As for his personal deportment, I can affirm from ex- 
perience that it corresponds wdth his public character, and contri- 
butes to adorn it. A great man preserves his dignity, even -svhen * 
he wishes to lay it aside, and discovers the force of his abilities 
while he seems to make no use of them. The bow is unbent, but we 
may judge how far it carries. 

After seeing the Laocoon, Meleager, and Apollo, the next thing to 
be seen was the Pope. We had heard that Englishmen were well 
received by him. His Holiness takes every opportunity of honouring 
them with the most distinguished marks of his regurd. This con- 
descension of course encourages them to wait upon him ; and even 
without it, I think it would be absui'd to see Rome and not to visit 
the head of the Roman Catholic Church. His Holiness being in the 
country it was necessary to send beforehand, to know at what time 
we might be admitted to his presence. This part of the business 
was arranged for us by Abbe Grant, to whoso friendship and polite- 
ness we are much indebted. An answer was quickly returned, that 
the Pope would be happy to receive us whenever we should do him 
that honour, for so he was pleased to express himself. The day 
before yesterday we accordingly set out for Castello Gandolfo, under 
the auspices of our friend the Abbe. The Master of the Ceremonies 
happening to be out of the way, we were obliged to wait about twenty 
minutes in an antechamber, for which his Holiness condescended to 
make us a multitude of excuses. The moment he knew we were 
arrived, he ordered us to be admitted, and received us at th6 door 
of his chamber with an exclamation expressive both of satisfaction 
and goodwill. I never saw a more venei*able nor a more benevolent 
countenance, yet not unmixed with keenness and sagacity. Instead 
of permitting us to observe the usual ceremony of kissing his slipper, 
he insisted upon our sitting down by him upon a little sopha, a dis- 
tinction of which we are assure<| there never was an instance before. 
Our introducer, who has been accustomed to see English gentlemen 
well received, was at least as much astonished as we were at finding 
himself seated in the Pope’s presence. In a moment his Holiness 
began the conversation, with the utmost familiarity and good humour ; 
and as it was my chance to sit very close to him, he frequently laid 
Hs arm upon my shoulder, and always called me caro mio figlio. 
This, and can mid dg'^wri, was Ms constant address to us both* 
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But whatever he said or did was accompanied with an ease and 
cheerfulness, that without lessening the reverence due to so great a 
person banished all restraint. His discoui*se was rapid, and in- 
cluded a variety of topics ; yet there was none upon which he seemed 
to dwell with greater pleasure than upon his esteem and affection 
for the British nation. I acknowledged hoAV much we were obliged to 
him for this favourable opinion, but he insisted vehemently that 
we were only obliged to ourselves ; that his regard for us was well 
known, and that ho was pleased the world should take notice of it. 
He informed us that the Venetians, having lately doubled the duty 
upon English salt-fish imported into Venice at second hand from 
Givita Vecehia and Ancona, and havingfound themselves disappointed 
m the produce of that duty, had accused him of having formed a 
commercial treaty with Great Britain ; and that his nuncio at Co- 
logne, having asked leave to visit England last summer incognito, it 
had been industriouslyreported that his Holiness had sent him thither 
upon some special commission. He laughed heartily at these reports, 
and wished they had been better founded. He assured us that if he had 
been Pope in the time of Harry the Eighth, he would have prevented 
that unfortunate separation of England ; that Clement the Seventh 
was a weak man, and duped by Charles the Fifth ; and Wolsey a 
man of abilities, but blinded by his ambition ; that the same temper 
and moderation on the part of the Holy See, which had lately re- 
covered Portugal, would probably have preserved England. On his 
mentioning Portugal, I took the liberty of telling his HoUness, that 
I was at Lisbon when Cardinal Aiaccioli was so disgracefully dis- 
missed, and that I had the honour of being known to the Marquis of 
Pombal. This circumstance seemed to lead his Holiness to enter 
largely upon the late reconciliation with that court. His manage- 
ment of it undoubtedly does him honour. It was the first measure 
of his government, and the success of it has fully answered the rec- 
titude and piety of his intentions. He said that the instructions 
given to Cardinal Aiaccioli were certainly injudicious, and that the 
CardinaPs zeal in , carrying them into execution was, in his opinion, 
rather more to be commended than his discretion. That, upon his 
accession to the Pontificate, the first object he aimed at was to re- 
concile Portugal to the Holy See. That he immediately appointed 
Monsignor Conti (a name highly grateful to that nation) to be his 
nuncio to the court of Lisbon, and had given him no other instructions 
whatsoever, but to carry with him Galateo and the Decalogue. ( You 
may not know perhaps that Galateo is a book much esteemed here for 
the rules it contains of civility and politeness.) That his letter to 
the Marquis of Pombal was cordial and unaffected; reminding him 
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of liis foi'mer afctacliment to tlie interests of the Church, when he 
was minister at Vienna, and expressing a confidence in his piety, and 
in his well-kno^vn zeal for the support of the Catholic religion ; that 
if the King of Portugal mshed for the nomination of a cardinal, ho 
was ready to grant it; and that, in short, ho desired a reconciliation 
with the court of Lisbon, upon no other conditions, but such as 
might best express his paternal tenderness and affection for his most 
faithful Majesty. This language, said his Holiness, came directly 
from my heart, and it pleased Grod to give it success. 

If I were to repeat to yon the many just observations he made 
upon this event, as w’ell as upon the means he constantly employed 
to maintain a good understanding and correspondence with tlie 
Princes of the House of Bourbon, I should write you a letter too 
long for an ambassador. As there was no formality, so there ^vas 
no exact order in his discourse. The most serious parts of his con- 
versation were mixed with expressions of personal kindness and at- 
tention to us his humble audience. He spoke of the Duke of 
Gloucester with tenderness and regard, and seems sensibly touched 
vrith the acknowledgments his Royal Highness had made him of 
the civilities he had received at Rome. He also mentioned a late 
Declaration, but in the most moderate and guarded terms. Prom 
those subjects he descended to enquire how we had passed our time 
at Naples and Rome, where we dined, and what was our plan of 
amusement for the day. We told him we had provided a dinner, 
and meant to eat it at a Franciscan convent in the neighbourhood. 
He then w-as pleased to conduct us through the apartments of the 
castle, opened all the casements himself, and pointed out to us the 
most striking parts of the prospect. At parting he attended us to 
the outer door of his apartments, gave us his benediction, and said 
that, being in the country, he was sorry he had nothing to offer ns 
by way of ricordo or token of remembrance. After a sliort walk 
we returned to the convent, and found that he had sent us six 
bottles of Burgundy, and a large pasticcio from his own table. The 
good Franciscans omitted nothing in their power to show their hospi- 
tality, nor were they unwilling to drink long life to their holy Father 
in his own wine ; but this with moderation. 

Our obligations to his Holiness were not to end here. In 
going to Gastello our axletrce unfortunately broke. We had it 
patched up, but it broke down again within a hundred yards of the 
Castle. There was no remedy but to apply to the Pope’s Master of 
the Horse for a carriage to convey us to Rome. He asked his 
Holiness’s permission, and it was granted immediately with a 
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readiness to wMch I slionld be far from doing justice if I called it 
only polite. 

Tins letter yon may consider as an inyolnntary effusion of grati- 
tude for favours great and unmerited. I expect tbatyou will share 
with me in the pleasure of this day. It was a pleasure not only high 
in degree, but of the purest sort, for it "was unattended with regret. 
Though not a convert to the doctrines of this Church, I am a prose- 
lyte to the Pope. Whoever has the honour of conversing with him 
will see that it is possible to be a Papist without being a Poman 
Catholic. 

I will not conclude without a formal protest against your taking 
the trouble of answering this letter. I know your pmictuality in 
these matters ; but I also know how much better and more usefully 
you are emjiloyed. In ^nihlica commoda A line from my 

old friend and fellow-labourer, to acknowledge the receipt, will be 
quite sufficient. He will be so good as to direct it to the care of 
Messieurs le Coulteux, at Paris. In a few weeks T promise myself 
the pleasure of seeing you. My friend James, by whom I wish to 
bo kindly remembered, is a ready penman, and will give me the 
news of the day. I have not been long enough out of England to 
be indifferent about politics, I beg of you to present my best compli- 
ments and sincorest good wishes to Mrs. Campbell, and that you 
will believe me, with truth and affection, 

Yours, 

P. Francis. 

P.S. To show you that I have not travelled over classic ground 
without improving my faculties, I send you an epigram, of my own 
conception, upon a marvellous antique lion in the Medici palace. 
Modern lions are mere whelps to him. This, I take it, is a per- 
formance that would do no dishonour to the pen of Scriblerus. 
But, good or bad, I am sure you would forgive the poetry if you 
saw the subject of it. The sight of such an animal inspires nothing 
but fear. 

Ungue oculoque niinax, orisque horrendus hiatu, 

Imperia iu silvis tristia solus habet. 

Hunc catuli fugiiint, conjux, fulrique parentes j 
Vix domini gressus auseiit umbra sequi. 

Further records of this episode in Francis’s career are 
contained in a paper headed ‘ Hints to a Traveller,’ 
preserved in his letter-book of this date, printed in the 
Appendix. 

With regard to these notices of travel, and especially 
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the ‘ Hints,’ the reader -will not fail to be impressed, and 
unfavourably, with the assumed tone of hardness of a man 
of the world — such as the character is and was too often 
conceived — the cynical affectation of profligacy as a quahty 
of good society, which pervades it. This is unfoi’tuiiately 
too characteristic of Francis. Much must be allowed for 
his breeding : for the company kept in the Holland clique 
and at Calcmft’s, the style of which he, a youth of some- 
what inferior position, was likely enough to catch and 
admire. But it is too characteristic also of a large por- 
tion of our social history, and of our literature hkewise, 
especially in poetry and fiction, from Dryden to Churchill. 
Perhaps (in literature) the influence of Dr. Johnson was 
one of the principal correctives which ultimately purged us 
of it. As regards Francis himself, the copious records of 
his life and habits, as a young man, exhibit him as one 
of strong domestic attachments — fond to a certain extent 
of good company and good wine, when he could get it, 

and with a decided addiction to the card table but 

nothing more. He had not the leisure or means to cul- 
tivate the vices of fashion, even if he' had the taste for 
them. His character rather appears that of a man in 
whom the vulgar passions, even if naturally strong, are 
kept in check by an overmastering ambition, and by the 
pressure of intellectual labour. And it is impossible not 
to be amused at the travelled air with which he com- 
municates his experiences about ‘ cicisbeism,’ and the inti- 
mate usages of Italian family life, when there is no evidence 
whatever in his minute diary that he ever conversed with 
an Italian lady in the whole course of his travels. The 
subject, therefore, would be scarcely worth remarking on, 
were it not for the striking similarity, as it appeara to 
me, between his tone on these subjects and that of Junius. 
The superficial rakishness, constantly degenerating into 
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coarseness, wliicli is so frequently put on by tlie latter, 
and the forced, unnatoal manner in wliicli it contrasts 
■with the ordinary severity of his style and subject, has 
often been noticed by a'itics. In Croker’s opinion, it 
proved him to be a ‘young and dissolute man.’ I should 
rather say, one who aflectod that character. Either way, 
it is a feature as marked in Francis as in Junius. 

The reasons why Francis, on arriving in England, paid 
his first visit to Ingress, even before he reached his 
own home, arose no doubt out of the intricate and 
mysterious connection between him and its deceased 
owner, Mr. Calcraft. Francis appears (according to Mr. 
Parkes) to have got back from Mr. Calcraft’s executors 
all his own letters. Wliether these disclosed any ac- 
quaintance on the part of Calcraft with the great J unius 
secret must be left to conjecture : it is difficult (as has 
been seen) either to beheve or disbelieve it. But, in the 
next place, Francis had to see after the legacy bequeathed 
him by his deceased patron. The following are the two 
codicils of Calcraft’s will which concern this matter. 
Francis could not obtain his legacy without the help of the 
Court of Chancery, as he complains in his fragment of 
autobiography. 

January 23, 1772, 

la consideration of my regard and esteem for my friend Pkilip 
Francis, of Duke Street, Westminster, Esq., and from tke sense I 
have of his real ability to be an nsefal representative in Parliament, 
it is my intention to endeavour to procure him to be elected and 
returned for the first vacancy in the borough of Wareham. And 
in case of my death in the minority of my sons, -who will become 
respectively entitled to my estates in Dorsetshire by virtue of my 
will, I do request and enjoin my executors and the guardians and 
trustees of and for such sons during such minority to use their in- 
terest and endeavours to cause the said Philip Francis to be elected 
and returned a member to serve in Parliament for the said borough, 
as witness my hand. 


Jno. Oalceaft. 
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March 24, 1772. 

Also, I give unto mj miicli respected friend Philip Francis, 
of Duke Street, Westminster, JEsq., tlie sum of one thousand pounds, 
to be paid to him within six months next after my decease ; and in 
case the said Philip Francis shall depart this life leaving his present 
wife without a provision equal in value to three hundred pounds a 
year, then and in such case I give to her an annuity of two hundred 
pounds out of my estates to be paid to her during so long as she 
shall continue the widow of the said Philip Francis, by half-yearly 
payments clear of all deductions, for the better support and main- 
tenance of her and her family. And I direct the said annuity in 
such case to be effectually secured out of some part of my estates, 
and that the first half-yeaidy papnent shall begin at the expiration 
of six months from the death of the said Philip Francis. 

The following curious memorandum of Calcraft, written 
only six weeks before his death, gives the last directions 
of the departing ‘wire-puller’: — 

In case of a vacancy at Wareham,' I would desire Mr. William 
(his executor) to go down and clioose Mr. Francis. He will be at 
home about Cliristmas, and ready to attend him. In case of another 
[vacancy ?] during this Paidianiont, though very improbable, the 
three persons I think of are Mr Hulse, though I can’t promise 
him, at the genei'al election, Mr. Godfrey, whom Mr. Francis will 
inform you about, or Mr. Lucas's brother George, or General John 
Hale of Gisborough, York^liire. At Poole, if John Pitt ^ chooses to 
be elected as my member there, he should have the preference, 
joining hand and heart and remembering the former agreement. If 
not .... 

At Rochester I hope to be chose : ^ but I will also be elected with 
Mr. Francis at Wareham. 

Sent 2,500Z. Scarborough .... 

Francis, on bis andval in England, is met by the follow- 

^ We have seen that Mr. Calcraft acquired his interest at Wareham by 
purchasing the estates of the Pitt and Drax families there in 1767. 

» If this Mr. John Pitt was connected with the ^Surveyor of Forests,’ and 
was one of the associates of Calcraft and Francis, the peculiar information 
and interest exhibited by Francis in the matter of the Whitilebury Forest 
Grant (Jmimf Septemb'jr 28, 1771) may perhaps be accounted for. 

® * The death of Calcraft/ writes the King to Lord Forth, August 24, 
^ will, I trust; bring the borough of Rochester into its ancient hands.’ 
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ing mysterious letter from Ms close friend D’Oyly, of wtiicli 
I cannot offer any explanation : — 

Tyliiey Hall, December 1, 1773. 

My dear Francis, — Calcraft’s will is locked up at my house, but I 
shall be in towm next Monday, and wdll have your point about the 
[legacy ?] well considered before your return from Bath. You 
acted spiritedly to take the first opportunity of talking with L. IST. (?) 
about Wm., and I am glad that he behaved properly on the occa- 
sion. Don’t lose your money at Bath, orpZuy much. Everybody is 
observing your actions. Adieu. I am, 

Ever yours most affectionately, 

Chr. D’Oylt. 

Just going a-shooting. 

Immediately after Ms arrival in Duke Street, Francis 
■was summoned (as Ms fragment of autobiography informs 
us) to the bedside of his father, whose strength was now 
failing him. Wliy — unless in pursuance of some of his 
mysterious plans — ^Francis should have desired his father’s 
state to be kept secret, according to the directions given 
in the following letter to his wife, it is impossible to 
conjecture. 

Bath, January 3, 1773. 

My dearest Betsy, — I got here yesterday afternoon a little after 
five, had very fine weather and agreeable journey. My poor father’s 
condition would be the most deplorable that can be conceived, if he 
himself were in any degree sensible of it. As it is, the sight is only 
distressing to those about him. Sally is well and does all she can. 
He does not know me, nor indeed does he seem conscious of any- 
thing. Keep this to yourself. If you see Stephen, bid him tell 
Mr. Macro that my father is much better than usual in his health 
and spirits. I have just sent to know how Mrs. and Mr. Chandler 
are, and hear they are both very well. Walsh is not at Bath. 
Love and duty to all the children. 

Yours most affectionately, 

P. E. 

Mrs. Chandler has just sent a servant to knock at the door, but, 
finding you were not at Bath, came no further. 

Francis’s absence from London on tMs occasion exactly 
tallies witli tlie date of the single letter addressed by 
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Junius to Woodfall subsequently to Francis’s departure 
on liis tour. That note is of the date January 19, 
1773, the last prior communication of Junius being on 
May 16, 1772. The silence therefore exactly extends 
over Francis’s absence. Writing to his wife from Bath, 
Jairuaiy 9, 1773, Francis tells her, ‘I shall leave this 
either Tuesday or Wednesday.’ The latter day would be 
January 13. Why this letter of Januaiy 19 was not ac- 
knowledged in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ until Mai’ch 8 — 

‘ Answer to correspondents : The letter from an old 
friend and correspondent, dated Jan. 19, came safe to 
hand ’ — I cannot explain. 

The long-expected decease of Dr. Francis took place 
on March 5. The following death-bed memorandum 
speaks for itself. Whatever other sins may be laid to 
the account of Philip Francis, he ever discharged to liis 
father the duties of a faitliful and affectionate son, and 
their mutual attachment seems only to have been inter- 
rupted by their brief quarrel about his engagement to 
Miss Macrabie. 

I have desired my ever faithfal Sally not to send yon this paper 
until the -wretched writer shall be no more. Take, then, my dearest 
Phil., my last farewell. Take all my thanks, for your kindness and 
tenderness, yonr care and punctuality in my affairs. With regard 
to this -world, I have only to hope that the money aiising from Mr. 
Jennings’ bond may be remitted to Sally, to pay the expense of 
burying me, with my servant’s wages and the present quarter’s rent 
of my house. I have no other debts. 

I am no longer able to hold my pen, and I shall end with my best 
assm’ances of my affection and esteem for you and all your family. 
Farewell for ever ! 

I received this letter on Monday, March 8, 177S. My good 
father died on the preceding Friday, at three in the morning, at 
Bath. 

P. Feanois. 

Among the papers of Dr. Francis, inserted together , 
with his own in Philip’s letter-book of this period, is one 
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headed ‘ Copied from a foul draught of my father,’ con- 
taining the Doctor’s opinion on the character and author- 
ship of Junius. It is inserted in the Appendix to this 
volume. Unless there is some mystification concealed 
below the surface — and this seems to me improbable — it 
is clear that the Doctor, though deeply interested in the 
subject, was not master of his son’s secret, though he 
may have suspected it : clear, also, that he, who lived in 
the middle of the Junius coterie, had no doubt of the real 
unity of most of the different anonymous writers in the 
‘ Public Advertiser.’ 

Francis evidently derived no accession of fortune from 
the decease of his father, who appears to have accumu- 
lated nothing. Without place or employment, with a 
wife and several infant children to provide for, his patron 
Calcraft dead, his political friends in hopeless opposition, 
his position continued melancholy in the extreme. Some 
of the passages in his fragment of autobiography describe 
it, and his feelings under it. Two months after his fether’s 
death, he made the short journey to the Hague, mentioned 
in the same paper : his object being to consult Monsieur 
de Pinto, the author of an ‘ Essay on Circulation,’ with a 
view to translate it, with notes. This author ‘ received 
him with transports of joy. He was a perfect atheist, 
with a benevolent heart.’ ^ The translation was published, 
but, for some reason in accordance with Francis’s habits 
of mystery, under the name of his kinsman, the Eev. 
Stephen Baggs. 

This absence appears only to have lasted a few days. 

^ Isaac Pinto, a Portuguese Jew by descent, and a literary man of some 
repute, died at the Hague in 1787. Besides his ^ Traitd de la circulation et 
du credit,’ he was chiehy known, in singular contrast to what Francis here 
says of him, as the defender of the Jewish nation and Scriptures against 
certain imputations of Voltaire, and the writer of a ^ Precis des argumens 
centre les mat^rialistes.* 

VOL. L 
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Immediately on liis return to England, the events occurred 
which determined his farther destiny. 

Eor the history of the troubles which beset the ad 
ministration of the East India Company after the return 
of Clive in 1766, and of the Parliamentary debates and 
other proceedings which took place in England respecting 
them, I will only direct the reader at present to Chapter 
67 of Lord Stanbope’s History of England, as a convenient 
source of reference. After resisting to the utmost of their 
power all projects of government interference, ‘it was 
agreed (says his lordship) by the directors, that commis- 
sioners of enquiry, under the name of supervisors, 
should be sent to India with full powers over the other 
servants of the Company. Three gentlemen of old 
standing and long service — Mr. Vansittart, Mr. Scrafton, 
and Colonel Eord — ^were selected for this important trust. 
Accordingly they embarked on their mission towards 
the close of 1769. But after leaving the Cape of Good 
Hope, the ship in which they sailed, the Aurora frigate, 
was never heard of again; it is supposed to have 
foundered at sea. 

‘It is not improbable that this system of makeshifts 
might have been long continued, and the necessity of any 
more decisive measures been longer postponed. Butin 
the ensuing year, 1771, a new and more grievous calamity 
overspread Bengal.’ 

Lord Stanhope then describes the terrible famine of 
that year, equalled as yet by no succeeding visitation ; 
and the accusations against the government of the Com- 
pany which were founded on it. He points out the 
difficulties into which the Company had now 
fallen. In April 1772, a select committee of enquiry was 
appointed in the Commons. The directors attempted to 
baffle it, by sending out a new batch of ‘ supervisors.’ 
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But Lord North’s government overruled this manoeuvre. 
In all the proceedings of ministers on this subject, they 
had up to this time the hearty support of the king ; who 
had wrought himself into a high state of indignation, as 
liis letters to Lord North show, against those whom he 
called the ‘ fleecers of the Indies.’ 

In tlie spring of 1773, Lord ISTorfcli proposed and carried tlarongii, 
against all gainsayers, Ms own measure of reform. This, after it 
had passed, was commonly called the Regulating Act. In the first 
place, he granted to the Company a loan of 1,500,000Z. for four 
years, and relieved them from the annual payment to the state of 
400,0001 On the other hand, the Company was restrained from 
making any greater dividend than six per cent, until the loan 
should be repaid, or any greater dividend than eight per cent, until 
the public should have some participation in the profits. It was 
then enacted that instead of annual elections of the whole number 
of directors at the India House, six should go out of office each 
year, and none keep their seats longer than four years. At the 
same time, the qualification for a vote in each proprietor was raised 
from 500Z. to 1,000Z., with more votes in proportion, up to four, to 
each proprietor of a larger sum. 

In India, the Act provided that the Mayor’s court of Calcutta 
should be restricted in its jurisdiction to petty cases of trade, and 
that in its place should be constituted a Supreme Court, to consist 
of a Chief Justice, and three Puisne Judges, appointed by the crown. 
The Governor of Bengal was henceforth to have authoi'ity over the 
other Presidencies, as Governor-General of India, but was himself 
to be controlled by his council. In that council, as previously, he 
was entitled only to a single, or in case of equality, a casting vote. 
It was proposed that these nominations should be made by Parlia- 
ment, and continue for five years ; after which they should revert to 
the directors, but subject to the approbation of the crown. In the 
progress therefore of the bill through the Commons, the members of 
the new council were expressly named, so as to become a part of the 
enactment.^ 

The provisions of this Act regarding the home govern- 
inent, says Mr. Marsbman, in his recent ‘ History of India ’ 

^ The powers of the Council were to last for five years after the arrival of 
the new councillors in India. But this term, was prolonged by temporary 
Acts passed in 1779 and 1780. 
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(vol. i. p. 341), were ‘ highly judicious and beneficial ; 
but those which referred to the government in India, 
concocted without knowledge or experience, only seemed 
to increase the complication of affairs, and shook the 
power of Britain in the East to its foundation.’ Such 
was the general Anglo-Indian verdict. Francis, on the 
contrary, with the ardour of a reformer, thought the 
‘ instructions ’ with wliich the new councillors were ham- 
pered injudiciously restrictive, and only regretted the 
rvaut of absolute power to reconstruct the administration 
of the new empire. 

We have seen that India had for some time occupied a 
considerable share in Francis’s ambitious visions of the 
future. He was, in his small way, a proprietor of India 
stock, and interested in the affairs of the Company. As his 
hopes of the advent of Lord Chatham and his friends to 
power grew fainter, so his desire to try his fortune in the 
country which was in those days the Eldorado of the 
political adventurer became stronger. The final gratifica- 
tion of his hope must be described in the language of liis 
own autobiographical fragment. 

It was in Yain to slnit mj eyes to my situation. Wlierever I 
went or whatewer I did, tlie spectre haunted and pursued me. Mr. 
Alexander Macrabie was lately returned from America. He had 
purchased a thousand acres for me in Pennsylvania, where T meant 
to secure a retreat for myself and my family, if ever England should 
cease to be the seat of freedom. The question now seriously 
agitated in my mind was whether I ought not to transplant myseif 
at once, and take possession of this establishment, before my 
little capital was exhausted. This was actually* the subject of a 
dismal conversation between Macrabie and me, on the fourth of 
June ; when we accidentally met with a gentleman in the park, who 
informed me that John Cholwell, one of the intended Commissioners 
for India, had declined the nomination. I immediately went to 
D^Oyly, who wrote to Grey Cooper. It was the King’s birthday, 
and Barrington was gone to court. T saw him the next morning. 
As soon as I had explained everything to him, he wrote the hand- 
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soTQCst and strongest letter imaginable in my favonr to Lord North. 
Other hiterests coutrihiited, bnt I owe my success to Lord Barrington. 

Sucli is the only account which Francis vouchsafes us 
of his extraordinary promotion, from the position of a 
young and obscure retired clerk in the War Office, of the 
most adverse political antecedents, to that of a member of 
the new Council of India, with a salary of 10,000^. a year, 
and power and patronage greater than tliat possessed by a 
minister of almost any European country ; for such wms 
the ‘ little provender,’ as Lord Campbell calls it, thrown 
to ‘ the great boar of the forest ’ on this occasion. As far 
as the outline of the stoiy goes, it is exactly corroborated 
by the letters of George IIL to Lord North. ‘ As to the 
other gentlemen who have applied to you ’ (writes his 
Majesty on June 8), ‘I do not know anything of their 
personal qualifications except Mr. Francis, who is allowed 
to be a man of tallents.’ (I preserve the royal ortho- 
graphy.) Lord North’s note of the same day to Francis, 
asking to see him, is preserved, endorsed by Francis, ^ Con- 
cluded a long complimentary speech with desiring my 
concert,’ &c. Within a few days more, the Act passed, 
with the title, ‘ For establishing certain regulations for the 
better management of the affairs of the East India Com- 
pany, as well in India as in England,’ and the appoint- 
ments under it took effect. The colleagues of Francis in 
the council of Bengal, besides Hastings the Governor- 
General, who was to preside over it, were General Clavering 
(afterwards Sir John), a friend of the King, with a strong 
Parliamentary connection — an honest and high-spirited 
gentleman, but of moderate abilities, and of so pugnacious 
a turn that he wanted to fight the Duke of Eichmond 
about Indian politics before he went out ; ^ and Colonel 

^ The fasMon of Having recourse to the pistol in every ^ clifliculty ’ was now 
at its Height, It furnishes Bishop Barrington with a story — the only good 
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Moiison,^ who, in George III.’s opinion, ‘ though not a 
strong man, had excellent brains.’ So much more will be 
said of these gentlemen in tlie narrative of Francis’s life 
in India that nothing need be added at present. The 
fourth councillor, named to please the Company, was 
llr. Barwell, one of their servants, already in India. It 
is pretty clear that, of Lord North’s triumvirate, Francis 
was expected to furnish the brains. 

Nevertheless, his appointment to such a post, under all 
the circumstances, remains a provoking mystery. Of the 
‘ other interests ’ of which he speaks, his papers, cautiously 
mutilated as they have been, offer no indication. No 
one was more surprised at it than his own intimates. 

As for the justice, or tlae policy of tlie tMng (writes Tilghman 
from America, in answer to a letter from Francis of July 17) I know 
nothing about them. B%it lioio did you get the appointment ? It is 
miraculous to me that a man should resign his office in 1772, and in 
1773, without any change of the ministry, be advanced in so very 
extraordinary a manner. Your merit and abilities I was always 
ready to acknowledge, Sir ; but I was never taught to think much 
of Lord North’s virtue, or of his discernment. His treatment of you 
has in some measure redeemed him in my opinion. 

But it lias been, of course, a common suggestion that 
Junius was, in effect, bought oif by the court through the 
appointment of Francis to India. According to a well- 
known anecdote related by Sir N. Wraxall, ‘ the King, 
riding out in 1773, accompanied by General Desaguliers, 

one contained in his Life of his brother. A young officer, who considered 
himself passed over in some promotion, called at the War Office, and de- 
manded satisfaction of his lordship. ^ If,’ said Lord Barrington, ^ I had fought 
every officer who considered himself injm’ed hy me in the matter of promo- 
tion, I should not now have the honour ’ (pointing to the door) ^of wishing 
you a very good morning.’ 

^ Colonel Monson is described hy his enemy, Sir Elijah Impey, as a 'proud, 
jrash, self-willed man, though easily misled, and very greedy for patronage 
an4 power. Francis seems to have ruled him hy making him believe that 
he was ruled by Mm.’ 
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said to him in conversation, We know who Junius is : he 
will write no more.’ With respect to this very apocryphal 
story, it may be observed that it is impossible that on 
June 8 (when George III. wrote the letter above 
quoted) both he and Lord North could have known, in 
common, that Trancis was Junius. One of them may 
have known it, and kept it back from the other ; but 
this seems highly improbable. The author of the 
‘ History and Discovery of Junius ’ expresses himself as 
follows : — 

It was oil tliis occasion that Sir Philip Francis avowed himself to 
he the author of Junius, and his avowal was made knowm to the 
King and the Government ; whether to the whole of the ministry, 
or exclusively to his Majesty and Lord Korth, does not appear. The 
only names that have been mentioned to me as in the secret, and 
taking part in the engagement of secresy, are those of Lord Korth 
and Lord Chatham. This statement I make on the authority of 
communications from Lady Francis and other survivors of the 
family of Sir P. Francis. 

For reasons mentioned in tlie preface, I cannot attri- 
bute much weight to the tradition recorded by Lady 
Francis. And I have found no trace in the Francis 
papers, as far as I have examined them, of any evidence 
to corroborate the story. It must rest, as far as our 
knowledge goes, on its own intrinsic probability as a 
conjecture.^ One thing must be remembered ; the post 
had been already refused, ceiiainly by Cholwell and by 
Burke, probably by others ; which seems to render its 
use as a bribe somewhat less likely. 

It remains to notice one suggestion, which I find in a 

^ Mr- Dubois, m later life Sir Philip’s friend, who acted frequently as 
his private secretary, says positively in a letter before me : — * George III. 
knew who Junius was j and so did Lord Grenville ; and through the latter 
Sir Philip was on the eve of going out Governor of Buenos Ayres (and I 
with him) when Whitelock showed the white feather, and Sancho lost his 

1. j “D—i. 4.../V i.liiltA’nno Tvmaf Yinf nIflpAri rtn Tlnhftia* 
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remarkable paper on Sir Philip Francis in the ‘ Calcutta 
Eeview ’ for 1844, -which I believe I am correct in attri- 
buting to our most eminent Indian historical writer, Mr. 
Kaye. It contains the Calcutta traditional view of Francis’s 
character, by no means a favourable one. 

It has been alleged that there -was a condition attached to the 
appointment, -which somewhat diminished its value. Francis con- 
sented to carry a rider : that is, to submit to the subtraction from 
his salary of a certain part, which went to furnish a pleasant 
sinecure to some friend of the minister. But of the rider’s name 
and the weight of the incumbrance we do not find any record. 

There is nothing in the circumstances of Francis or 
the practice of the times to render such a fact improbable. 
But I have found no evidence or indication of it, and it 
seems quite inconsistent with the large savings which, as 
we shall see, he made out of his salary. 

Francis had now become a great man, in the public 
eye, from a very small one, and the dispenser (at least so 
it was augured) of a good share of the much-coveted 
patronage of India. And the burdens of office imme- 
diately fell upon him. As soon as his appointment be- 
came known, he was beset with applications for writerships 
and other favours, several of which are preserved among 
his papers : one from his old chief. Lord Kinnoul ; one 
(which must have given his sarcastic spirit some gratifica- 
tion) from Lord Barrington himself. 

To P. Francis, Fsq, 

Cavendish Square, September 4, 1773, ' 
Dear Sir,— -Many persons, knowing tbe long connection which has 
subsisted between you and me, have pressed me to recommend their 
relations in India to your favour and protection. In general I have 
excused myself from this ; but I have two friends to whom I can refuse 
nothing. One of them recommends young Mr. Cadogan, who is on 
the civil line, the other Lieutenant Bucknall, who is on the military. 
If you can with propriety do any' service to these gentlemen, you 
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will lay me under a real obligation. I am, witli my best wishes for 
your health, happiness, and success, 

Dear Sir, 

Tour most faithful and obedient humble servant, 

Babeington. 

This note Francis acknowledges in terms of the court- 
liest politeness. ‘ When you confer a favour, you make 
the impression deep and distinct ! ’ 

This, however, is only the commencement of a series of 
correspondence between Francis and Lord Barrington. 
On whatever terms Francis may have quitted the War 
Office, it is clear that no ostensible quarrel remained be- 
tween the two, and that Lord Barrington must have been 
wholly unaware of any rancour lingering in the heart of 
his subordinate. For several years after his arrival in 
India, Francis addresses to Lord Barrington long and 
confidential reports of matters there — seeks to inoculate 
his lordship with all his own personal views and enmities 
— invokes him as his mediator with Lord North — terms 
him and Welbore Ellis his only two real friends in the 
government. ‘ To Lord Barrington,’ he says to another 
correspondent, ‘ I have at all times laid open my heart 
with unlimited freedom.’ Lord Barrington’s answers, 
though few, are very friendly, and often familiar and 
gossipping : and it is strange enough to ‘ Junian ’ readers 
to find these two exchanging complimentary enquiries and 
answers about Chamier, and condolences on the death 
(by his own hand) of poor ‘ cream-coloured ’ Bradshaw 

^ The number of suicides which occurred about this time in the political 
world was sufficiently alarming. The following verses were ascribed to ^ the 
late Mr. Goodenough, a young gentleman of great talents, but of greater 
spirit. He was always proud to be distinguished as a friend to Mr. Fox, 
previous to his being made Secretary of State : a few weeks before which 
period, scorning to be a burthen on a party he wished to support, he 
bequeathed fifty pounds to pay all his debts, and parted from life like a 
Eoman.’ They are inserted (with this introduction) in a very scarce volume 
of bitter libel ag^iinst George IIL, the ^Intrepid Magazine/ 1784 , 



330 


MEMOIRS OF SIR RHILIP FRANCIS. 


[1773 


‘ an irreparable loss to me and others,’ says Lord Barring- 
ton (March, 1775). After Francis’s return from India, 
we shall find him visiting at Lord Barrington’s house in 
the country. 

To those who have doubted the authorship of Junius, 
the subsequent intimacy of Francis and Lord Barrington 
afibrded a fair ground of scepticism. But to those who 
are convinced, it throws a pecuhar hght on another 
aspect of the question. Many have been surprised at 
the extreme pertinacity of the silence maintained by the 
author of Junius concerning his own identity. In the 
lapse of years, most of the reasons which accounted 
for that pertinacity and for the artifices of concealment 
which accompanied it gradually passed away. But one 
remained in full force. Francis was not only under much 
obligation to Lord Barrington, but was bound strongly 
to bim by the ties of personal interest also. Lord Bar- 
rington hved until 1793. During all his life, at the very 
least, disclosure was absolutely impossible. It would 
have stamped the confessing party as a traitor of the 
worst stamp, and completely excluded him — ^the man of 
high social position, the object of strong friendships and 
strong pohtical hatreds — from the company of gentlemen. 

The following letter of congratulation is from Thomas 


His measures so "bloody were grown 
That some of his time-serving elves, 

For their share in his crimes to atone, 

Did cut their own throats for themselves. 

The first was a lawyer from York^ 

Caj oTd by his coaxing and art, 

But who, rather than do dirty work, 

Chose out of the world to depart. 

Hext Clive and eke Bradshaw the bold, 
Last, Stanley with cynical grin. 

Showed the folly of treasuring gold, 

Where the heart has no treasure within. 
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Pitt of Boconnoc, afterwards Lord Camelford, who^ as 
we have seen, was Francis’s fellow-traveller in Portugal. 

Tuesday, Ju e 8, 1773. 

Dear Sir, — am mucli obliged to you for the early communica- 
tion of the ministers* favourable intentions towards you ; which I 
should be very happy to assist with my single voice, if I had not 
declined attending through the whole session, so as to make it very 
particular if I voted upon this occasion only ; and if I was not also 
persuaded that it would be extremely useless to you, as the ministers’ 
nomination will of course secure to you a very great majority, unless 
there is a fatality that renders a minister only impotent when he 
does right. I could wish something had been found agreeable to 
you on this side the water without giving you the voyage and 
climate to struggle with, but hope it will afford you the means of 
obtaining your great object ut in otia iuta recedas. That and every 
friendly wish I beg you to accept from 

Your faithful, humble servant, 

Thos. Pitt. 

The following, to his wife, now at Margate, explains 
itself : — 

Friday, August 27, 1773. 

Dear Wife, — I sat an hour with Lord IT. this morning, and had a 
great deal of very satisfactory conversation. It looks veri/ probable 
that we shall depart about the end of October. He agrees that I 
shall return to Margate and stay as long as I proposed. I am to see 
him again to-morrow in Downing Street, and intend lying at Ingress, 
so I shall be with you on Sunday to dinner. 

Lord IT. asked me to dinner, but it was inconvenient, so I dined 
at Twickenham 

Just returned from Fulham. Found the old folks all well, and in 
the fact of playing at quadrille. Called at the school, and took the 
three girls into the carriage, healthy and handsome, though in their 
bedgowns. I have hardly time to seal this, so farewell. 

To Mrs. Francis, at Mrs. Granger’s, Bowling Green, Margate. 

Shortly after his appointment, Francis went to Walcot, 
in Shropshire, to spend some days in consultation with 
Lord Clive in his retirement. There is an obscurity 
about the early relations of Frands with the great Anglo- 
Indian chief which I am unable to clear up. I do not 
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find any trace of acquaintance between them in his earlier 
papers. It is highly probable that the introduction was 
efiected, at this time, by Cliristopher D’Oyly, the constant 
friend of Francis, and the fiiend also (and executor) of 
Lord Clive. But the remarkable circumstance is, that im- 
mediately after the first visit, which lasted only a few days, 
we find Francis established as the close ally and counsellor 
of the Clive family. The ‘ autobiogi'aphical fragment’ 
is so mutilated just in this pai't as to afford us little hght. 

The situation of Lord Clive at this period was a very 
anomalous one. Half condemned, half absolved, by the 
proceedings of the House of Commons against him, he 
lived in a kind of royal seclusion of his own : the object 
of censure, suspicion, almost superstitious terror, to great 
part of his countrymen ; but enormously rich, courted 
for his wealth and influence, and probably directing 
extensively from his retirement the proceedings of 
government in respect to India. He was, in truth, of 
himself a power in Indian politics not to be despised ; 
besides his reputation and his host of friends and de- 
pendents, he possessed the control of eighty votes in the 
Court of Proprietors, with which government had to deal 
as well as it might in the continual contests of the India 
House as to the manner in which the Eegulation Act was 
to be put into force. There can be little doubt, I think, 
that Clive was in a considerable degree the real author of 
the policy embodied in that piece of legislation. That he 
was personally hostile to Hastings, I am unable to say 
from any records which I have consulted. But it appears 
plain that he was much alarmed at the financial state of 
the Company, with which his own affairs were much in- 
volved — his ‘jaghire,’ or charge on the revenues of Ben- 

^ Wliether this ^jaghire ^ was the produce of the legacy of Meer Jaifier, 
which was finally handed over to the widows of Indian officers, and con- 
stitutes the foundation of the Olive fund, I am not sure. 
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gal, about wliicli lie was now peculiarly interested, was at 
stake.^ But I am strongly inclined to believe that the 
fierce and determined enmity of Francis to the Governor- 
General, and, possibly, the plan of campaign to be carried 
on by the three new councillors against the local govern- 
ment of Bengal, had their origin, to a groat extent, in this 
meeting at Walcot. 

‘At Lord Chve’s,’ he writes to B’Oyly (Sept. 30, 1773), 
‘ I led a kind of transitory life between Walcot and Oak- 
ley, with great hospitality and good humour on all sides. 
I hold myself much indebted both to him and Lady Clive. 
She is benevolence itself.’ Burke says of Fiitncis about 
this time, in one of his letters, that he understands him fi) 
be entirely in Lord Clive’s interest. ‘ We continue here ’ 
(he wrote to his wife from Walcot) ‘ in the same good 
humour and good living ; I never saw so much of both in 
one house. Yesterday came two Druids from Plyulimoii, 
with harps and fiddles ; we had plenty of company, and 
danced all the evening like dragons.’ And again : — 

'Thursday, Heaven knows what day of the month, in the year 1773. 

My dearest Betty, — I snatch one niomont, being all that I can 
spare from feasting, singing, gaming, riding, and sleeping in a bed 
as wide as our best parlour, to tell yoii that I perform all the offices 
of life above-mentioned to admiration. I had the pleasux'e of travel- 
ling two days in company with a very good-natured man, who never 
once opened his lips but to complain of his misfortunes. IST.B. He 
is melancholy mad, having lost a trunk at his outset from London, 
from behind his chaise, containing the title deeds of all the estates 
in Shropshire — Lord Clive’s among the rest. I have got into a set 
of the most good-humoured people upon earth, a charming house and 
fine park, seven dogs and two dozen of cats. Lady Clive has it 
much at heart that her guests should sleep well, and the beds are 
incomparable. This, you know, is a capital circumstance. I am 
just risen from a monstrous dinner with twenty- three of Lord Clive’s 
free- voters at Bishop’s Castle, Lady Clive drinks your health every 
day, not forgetting the bairns. Mom. Kiss them in my name 
repeatedly. Bid your brother write to me copiously. I have just 



834 


MEMOIRS OE SIR PHILIP FRANCIS. 


[1773 


one quarter of an hour in the day which I can dedicate to the reading 
of letters. Farewell, dearest ! Compliments to your aged father 
and mother and Patty. 

Yours, yours, 

Ph. 

Direct under cover to Lord Clive, at Walcot, near Bishop’s Castle, 
Salop. 

After leaving Walcot, lie received a letter wHcli lie has 
preserved, from Mr. (afterwards Sir) H. Strachey, Lord 
Olive’s private secretaiy, purporting to convey his lordship’s 
views about the Council of India ; and one from Lady Clive, 
the sister of Maskelyne, the Astronomei^ Eoyal, of whom 
Lord Macaulay, in his essay on Clive, speaks in high terms. 
It adds a melancholy interest to it to remember that while 
Francis was on his voyage to India the glory of that 
house fell into the dust by the suicide of its great but 
unfortunate owner. The letter from Strachey is not with- 
out interest, as conveying Clive’s last views — and very 
characteristic they are — on some points connected with 
the government of India. 

Walcot, August 30, 1773. 

Dear Sir,— Your first letter Las remained long unacknowledged 
because Lady Clive undertook to answer it for me, and intended 
writing in Italian. You will bear from ber ladyship by tbis post, 
so that I bave only to reply to tbe favour I received last nigbt. 

I lent you tbe Regulating Bill one morning, and never saw it 
afterwards. We bave not one bere complete, and Lord Clive 
cannot without studying tbe bill be full or accurate in bis opinion. 
He desires me, however, to say that be objects to tbe annihilation of 
tbe old Council. His idea is, that a council should still remain, 
who would be of great use to you in conducting business, although 
tbe power of deciding would be in tbe Governor- General and 
council. Another capital objection is that no discretionary power is 
given you to suffer tbe army to receive money upon any occasion 
whatsoever. Tbe consequence may be very mischievous when they 
take tbe field, or are ordered to besiege a town. Besides, what 
officer of credit will hereafter enter into tbe Company’s service, 
where be can merely obtain a subsistence — not tbe least prospect 
of ever returning with a competency to bis native country ? 
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You know that Lord Clive Has all along disapproved of the new 
court of justice. Be assured you will be now obliged to go to law 
every year for tbe greater part of the revenues. The natives are 
remarkably litigious and fond of money. Every man, for the pleji- 
sure of a lawsuit, and the satisfaction of looking at the laipeos, will 
withhold his payments, and leave you to sue for them. I say 
nothing of our present judges, but that I wish we may never have 
worse. 

These are the principal objections which occur at present. We 
shall, however, have some more talk with you before you go, for 
Lord Clive intends being in town for a few days towards the end of 
September, to stir about qualifications. He has ordered 10,000Z. 
stock to be bought for himself, and I foresee we shall have a very 
stout corps at a ballot, 

I hear no particular news from Bengal, except that the military 
expenses only amount for the last year to one million and seventy 
thousand pounds. Mr. McLeane indeed could not have arrived. 

We wonder much at your sailing so eaidy as October. Is Parlia- 
ment to meet and settle matters before you go, or is everything to be 
done by the new general courts ? 

The directors are inclined to co-operate with government in caiTy- 
ing the bill into execution, at least so one of them told us the other 
day at Oakley Park ; but they are much puzzled what instructions 
to give you, and wiU be embarrassed by the 500Z. voters till 
October. 

Lord Clive, having read the above, desires me to add to what I 
have said about the army, that besides the policy of excluding the 
military from everything but their pay, it is unjust to put them 
upon a footing different from those in any other service. 

I suppose Lady Clive has conveyed all compliments, and said 
everything upon our gloom at your leaving us as soon as you did. 
She said she would press you to come to Shrewsbury races. 
Perhaps she has forgot to mention Mrs. Prancis, and as the post is 
just going I have not time to put her in mind, but I will pass my 
word for an hearty welcome to you and yours. 

I am, dear Sir, most faithfully yours, 

Steachey. 


From Lachj Olive to Francis, 

Walcot, Ludlow, AugUHt 31, 1773. 

In English, being too weak in Italian, I will in a fenv words take 
upon me to answer Mr. Francis’s letter to Mr. Strachey, and I am 
to begin by returning him thanks for the kind remembrance in 
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wliicli he holds me and my family. Lord Clive, the Stracheys, and 
Miss Dacarel, and my three daughters, desire to offer to' Mr. 
Francis every good wish, and to inform him the time he passed in 
our house passed too quickly away ; moreover that as he does not 
go till next month for India, they think he might bestow one more 
look upon us in this country. It is wonderful that without Mr. 
Francis Ludlow races should have proved so delightful, and yet 
they have dismissed our large party in better health^ and’ in better 
spirits than when they first commanded our unwilling attendance. 
Those of Shrewsbury are to begin on September 14. How 
charming it would be if Mr. Francis would accompany Colonel 
Tonyn to that place of gaiety and pleasure ! Colonel Tonyn, if still 
in the land of the living, w^ould probably prove a more lively com- 
panion than poor dear Mr. Ashby, w^ho, amidst all his sorrows 
nevertheless won Mr. Francis’s affection and liking ; but if Mrs’ 
Francis will come I shall be most glad. 

You need not be apprehensive, dear Sir, of exciting in my mind 
groundless fears of future events, since the i)ast has so exactly cor- 
responded with those you fear may happen, that I am always 
prepared for such disasters, and give away my pets as fast as they 
are brought into life, in order to make others share in the grief of 
losing thdm, and that the whole burthen may not rest on me. 
Domenico Balestrieri ^ lamented one cat, fallen from the top of a 
house and crushed to death; I not only one so lost, hut two 
besides, the fathers of families, basely assassinated and put to death 
by wretched boors, that pretended to believe the lovely creatures 
were wild and mischievous animals ; one fair snowy female hurried 
out of life by an odious rat at two months old, another over- 
crammed at Walcot, another still-born at Claremont, some of both 
sexes crushed by doors, others lost by bad nursing, and some 
hundreds now begging their bread. 

Let me tell you, Sir, 1 think you have, with the utmost modesty, 
chosen for yourself a very proper situation between the two extremes 
of high exaltation and the lowest degi*ee of favour, but will you be 
content to remain there, and not seek to supplant Tufty as well as 
Beaumy ? According as ye all behave so will I be unto ye, and no 
other promise will I make. 

I am now to thank you for a very signal favour. The present 
you have made me is very acceptable, and has afibrded me great 
pleasure and satisfaction. The sonnet upon mewing is happily ex- 
pressed by gnao^ gnao; and many others of them in wit and 
pleasantry exceed everything I ever met with. The lamentations 


^ A Milanese poet of the 18th century. 
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are very affecting, and fitted to the subject. I should have \vrittou to 
you ill Ifcalian, but that I found, upon making an essay, I was too 
much out of practice, and that the post would not wait. T sliould 
think the book complete, whei*e there is to every sonnet a picture of 
the dear Micio or cat prefixed. I may say with equal truth of each 
of my murdered cats, as does Domenico Balestrieri of his — 

la stampa 

Natura fece^ e poi ruppe il modello. 

In return for your present T am willing to bestow on you a loan, 
and then to ask a very great favour of you; but first for the loan. 
There is in my drawer of papers a well-told and true doscrijition of 
the earthquake at Lisbon in the year 1758. Upon hearing me 
mention it, you once expressed an inclination to read it, and I was 
desirous you should. Now, if you care about it, and Avdll take the 
trouble of asking Mr. Crisp for it, I shall be pleased with you. I 
should not be sorry to have one copy taken of it. So you may order 
that too. 

Now for the favour. 

Mr. Ives of Titchfield, near Fareham, has long been known to 
L6rd Clive and me. A man of great worth and honour, and one we 
wish to show friendship to : an opportunity now offers of ])roving 
our sincerity by doing what he requests to us, recommending to 
your protection and good offices a son of his, gone to Bengal, a wiitcr. 

I hope this will find you, Mrs. Francis, and the little ones well, 
and that every happiness may attend you and them, is the wish of 

Dear sir, 

Your most obedient and hunible servant, 

M. Clive. 

Prom tliis time (as I have said) the connection between 
Francis and the Clive family was very intimate. Several 
of Francis’s first letters from India are addressed to its 
chief, of whose decease he was, of course, long ignorant. 
He corresponded regularly for some years witli the second 
Lord Clive, then a young man commencing his studies at 
Geneva ; and with Lady Clive, the widow, who reported to 
him her firequent visits to Mrs. Francis, and the progress 
of his son, who was at school with one of her own younger 
sons. Thus much by way of anticipation. ‘ I am attached 
to your lordship and family,’ he says to the young Lord 

TTrVT T n 
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Clive, in a letter of 1777, ‘by every tie that can bind an 
honourable mind.’^ 

The following, in Francis’s playful mood, are to a fair 
neighbour at Fulham who seems to have made him a very 
acceptable present ; to Mrs. Hay, wife of the Governor 
of Barbadoes, who had been our minister in Portugal at 
the time of Lord Kinnoul’s special mission ; and to Miss 
Baggs, a sister (I presume) of his kinsmen the Major and 
the clergyman. 

Duke Street, November 13, 1773. 

Mj dear Miss Holden, — It was bad policy in yon to suffer me to run 
so deeply into your debt. I should not have been afraid to acknow- 
ledge a moderate obligation, because I should have lived in hopes of 
being able to return it some time or other. Bat when I consider 
the favour you have done me, the pains you have taken, and the 
wonderful elegance of the performance, I own I am tempted to be 
ungrateful. I can hardly persuade myself to thank you at all, since 
I never can thank you enough. But if I say little upon the subject, 
be assured I pay you off in thinking. I shall for ever esteem this 
waistcoat as the dearest and most ornamental part of my dress. It 
shall only be worn upon festivals, that I may bring it back as bright, 
if possible, as when I received it, and shine as long as I can in the 
lustre which you have lent me. From waistcoats there is a natural 
transition to potted snipes. Instead of trusting hereafter to Provi- 
dence for food and raiment, I propose to trust entirely to you and 
your mother : you shall both be better treated in return than Provi- 
dence usually is upon these occasions. 

To the Honour alle Ifrs. Hay, at Barladoes. 

London, November 4, 1773. 

Dear Madam, — ^I have rather more reason than yourself, because I 
am going to a greater distance than Barbadoes, to wish that people 
in England were a little more attentive than they usually are to 

^ Poor Mrs. Francis’s simple recital of the impressions produced on her 
by her first introduction to worldly grandeur, through this intimacy with 
the Clives, is amusing. In April 1774, she enters in her Journal, that she 
went in the coach to Esher, to visit Lady Clive for the first time, ‘ but was 
disappointed ; she was gone. Mr. Churchman was so civil as to ask me if 
we chose a ride through the park, which we readily embraced, and had the 
finest ride that could be ; had a fine look at the house, which is truly 
magnificent and charming, everything round most beautiful, and our Polly 
says nothing less than Claremont with twenty thousand a year, and a most 
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their friends in banishment. But it is in vain for ns to be angry. 
They have the rod of Silence in their hands, and may plague ns to 
death without any tronble to themselves. I hope, however, that onr 
letters from Margate have recovered Mrs. Francis and me, in some 
degree, in yonr opinion. I really have all the dispositions in the 
world to be a good correspondent, if time and place wonld co-operate. 

I am also very well disposed to live long and see good days. Your 
kind advice about niy health shall not be neglected. Yon already 
know that Mrs. Francis is not to accompany me to India ; it is her 
own choice and resolution, and severely felt by us both. Sbe dreads 
the effect of the climate upon her nerves ; and e^^en if there were no 
apprehension on the article of health, what are live little girls and a 
boy to do, deprived both of mother and father ? Your own feelings 
and judgment suggested to you what her determination would be. 
But all this will come right again. If I suindve the trial, it will 
have made me an independent man. You know my way of thinking, 
and that to a temper like mine independence is the first ingredient 
of happiness. Difficulties about the mode of conveyance have 
retarded our departure. Everything is now settled to onr entire 
satisfaction, and I think it looks probable, tliat we shall not spend 
next new year’s day in England. I will not promise much for myself 
about coiTespondence from Bengal, but you will hear regularly from 
Mrs. Francis, who will thi3ik herselfhappily employed in giving you 
advice of my proceedings. This, however, will not bo the last letter 
you will receive from me before I go. In your next I bope to receive 
the confirmation of a report cuiTent among the West Indians here, 
that the two Miss Hays have quitted that title. Our best wishes 
wait upon them in every state. Shall we all meet again, and compare 
notes about the atmosphere ? When you are languishing at Barba- 
does, think what it is to be dissolved at Calcutta, and comfort your- 
self with the idea that some of your friends are hotter than yourself. 
This is one of the principal consolations to be derived from friend- 
ship. Allen is well, though not much the better for my leaving him 
in Portugal. 

To MisB Baggs, Doum/hrooJe, Ireland, 

London, January 27, 1774. 

My dear Madam, — Having no other means in my power, I have 
taken the liberty this day to remit you the noble sum of three half- 
crowns by the same channel which you directed me to make use of 
before. I paid it to Mrs. Este in Craven Street, who will give credit 
for it to your friend Miss Tighe. 

I am now preparing in good earnest for my departure, which 1 
think will take place in about three weeks. Everything about me 
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is in a monstrous liurry and confusion. Pliil. arrived a few days ago 
from Paris. Stephen is here, very busy about a book. My wife 
desires her respects to you. Again many thanks for the arms, 

111 October 1773, occurs the first correspondence be- 
tween Francis and Edmund Burke of ■which the papers 
before me afford any trace. According to Francis him- 
self, the introduction of these two men to each other was 
effected by John Bourke, of Tokenhouse Yard, a city 
merchant of the same original family with the great Irish- 
man, and an early friend of his ; ^ who was extremely 
intimate with our hero, though a much older man, and 
one of his most familiar correspondents while in India. 
The letters now in question merely relate to appoint- 
ments to meet each other on some common business 
not mentioned — probably concerning Francis’s Indian 
prospects. I have said that the place of Councillor had 
been offered to Burke, but declined by him. 

Although Lord North had at first warned Francis to bo 
ready to sail as early as October, his departure was de- 
layed by a variety of causes, partly of a pubhc nature, 
which are referred to in the fragment of autobiography. 
The councillors had to await their instructions : being 
bound by the Eegulating Act to pay due obedience ‘to such 
orders as they shall receive from the Court of Directors.’ 
The quarrels to which these projected Instructions gave 
rise between the Court of Directors, the Court of Pro- 
prietors, and the new councillors themselves, are described, 
in the fragment in question, sufficiently for our present 
purpose. The following memoranda among Francis’s 
papers relate to them : — 

Lord Kortli presents his compliments to Mr. Francis, and desires 
to have the pleasure of seeing him to-day in Downing Street at half- 
past 12 o’clock. 

■ Downing Street, Jannaxy 10, 1774. 

* See Burke’s works, edition 1862, vol. i. p. 312. 
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Met Mr. Jenkinson, Mr. Wedderburn, General Clayering, Colonel 
Monson, and Mr. Robinson at Lord North’s. The danger of being 
defeated in the ballot proposed yesterday, considered and admitted. 
Great unwillingness in the ministers to go to Parliament again. 
Clavering and Monson resolute not to act under the second set of 
instructions proposed by the directors. Agreed that the first thing 
to be done is to bring the instructions, proposed by the committee 
of proprietors, by themselves to a ballot, before any other question 
whatsoever. That amendments shall then be proposed to the direc- 
tors’ instructions, and a ballot demanded thereupon. 

N.B. I never saw such wretched management in any important 
business. 

Mr. Robinson presents his compliments to Mr. Francis, and should 
be glad if he would do him the favour of calling upon liim as soon 
as it is convenient to him. 

Parliament Street, 'VYeclnesday morning, January 12, 1774. 

The plan laid down for yesterday’s proceedings in the India 
House remains unexecuted, by Rose Puller’s non-attendance. 

N.B. He had undertaken to move for the separate ballot. 
Robinson promises that it shall be done this day, to which the 
general court stands adjourned. Charming confusion. 


January 14, 1774. 

Meeting at Lord ISforiVs, 

PEESENT. 


Lord North 
Sir Gilbert Elliot 
Mr. Rigby 
Mr. Ellis 
Mr. Dyson 
Mr. Jenkinson 
Mr. Stanley 
Mr. Jackson 


Mr. Thurloe 
Mr. Wedderburn 
Mr. Robinson 
Mr. Cowper 
General Claverinsr 

o 

Colonel Monson 
Mr. Francis 


After a great deal of conversation, in which the minister’s unwil- 
lingness to go again to Parliament, and his wish that we should act 
under the instructions proposed by the court of directors rather 
than attempt any third expedient, appeared very manifest, it was at 
last agreed — 

That it was of great consequence with respect to carrying any 
future questions in the general court, and to the influence of govern- 
ment over the future proceedings of the Company, that the first 
questions supported by them should be carried by a great majority. 

That if we supported the instructions proposed by the directors 
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•we should probably succeed, and that the strength of government 
being confounded 'with that of the house would then appear to the 
greatest advantage. 

That therefore it should be the plan of the members of the govern- 
ment to send the two sets of instructions to be balloted for together, 
and that care shall be taken not to let them be separated. 

That for this purpose there shall be as great an attendance as 
possible at the next general court appointed for the 17th instant. 

The ‘ instructions ’ in question, to Tvhich Francis and his 
colleagues so strongly objected, are addressed by the Court 
of Directors to the Governor-General and four Councillors, 
January 14, 1774, and certified by five counsel to be 
legal and consistent with tire provisions of the Eegulating 
Act. The points which particularly gave him umbrage 
were the constitution of a Board of Trade, to manage the 
commercial afiairs of the Company, with such powers as 
to render it in his judgment almost independent of the 
council ; and the restrictions placed on the council’s inter- 
ference with existing leases of the lands of Bengal, Behar, 
and Orissa.* 

On a note from Mr. Eobinson (Secretary to the Treasury) 
asking for an appointment to meet Francis (January 2, 
1774), the latter has made the following indorsement : — 

Jan, 3. Had a long conversation witli Mr. Eobinson. It appeared 
to me tbat be felt great embarrassment about tlie consequence of tbe 
new instructions : and that be was conscious of having been duped by 
tbe directors. Impossible to come to any conclusion witb a man whose 
own error or oversight makes it necessary for him to undervalue great 
difficulties which he ought to have foreseen and prevented. 

It is evident that Francis’s official experience and 
habits had taught him the wisdom of making express 
notes of everything to his advantage which might have 
passed in private in conversation with a minister. He 
writes at the foot of a note from Lord FTorth offering to 
* see him in Downing Street,’ January 23, 1774 — 


^ See the autobiographical fragment 
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Received tlie strongest assurances from Lord Nortli tliat, in Mr. 
Keene’s negotiation with Mr. de Grey about exchanging his seat at 
Wareham for Luggershall, care had been [taken] not to prejudice 
my interest at Wareham. His lordship also coniBimed in the most 
cordial manner the promise which he gave me at Bushy on Novem- 
ber 28, 1773, that I should have the utmost support of government, 
if it should be necessary, for the appointment of Mr. D’Oyly to 
represent Wareham at the next general election, in case I should be 
abroad. 

It is not uninstractive to note the very great interest 
which the ‘ Pubhc Advertiser ’ took in these debates at 
the East India House, and discussion elsewhere, touching 
the instructions to be given to the Councillors. In De- 
cember 1775 and January 1774, An Old Proprietor, 
Poriis, Sujah, ^sop, and others besides, aU take the 
field, and aU to persuade the pubhc of the same truth — 
the impolicy of hampering the Indian reformers by 
creating authorities in India not subject to their supremacy. 
And Sir Phihp Prancis has carefully extracted and pasted 
their letters into one of his folios ; with occasional MS. 
notes, and supplying mutilated paragraphs. The probable 
inference is that they are chiefly his own compositions, 
inserted by reason of his old command over Woodfali’s 
columns. 

The government measure (subject, however, to these 
obnoxious Instructions) was practically carried on Feb. 3, 
1774, at the India House in an unusually large meet- 
ing of proprietors. The Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Eobinson, had issued a circular for the attendance of 
every member of the Government holding stock. Lord 
Sandwich, Sir G. Elliot, Sir L. Dundas, Hans Stanley, 
Welbore Ellis, Lords Falmouth and Gage, Mr. E. Las- 
ceUes, and every ministerialist attended ; 120 members of 
the government and ministerial partisan proprietors were 
present to the termination of the proceedings. Those pro- 
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ceedings were reported in the ‘Public Advertiser,’ in 
three columns, on the following Mondaj’', the 7th ; partially, 
however, in favour of the opponents of the Act. The 
great question was the mUitaiy command proposed to be 
invested in General Clavering. During the discussion 
and speeches the new commissioners were treated rather 
unceremoniously. Prancis, in Woodfall’s report, was de- 
scribed as ‘ a clerk in the War Office.’ ^ This designation 
caused the insertion in the ‘ Public Advertiser ’ of the next 
day the following curious paragraph : — 

In justice to Mr. Francis, wliose name was mentioned in our paper 
of yesterday, it ouglit to be observed tliat b.e resigned bis place of 
first clerk in the War Office a year and a half before be was ap- 
pointed councillor. 

George Ill’s letters to Lord ITorth (see especially 
that of February 11, 1774) express his satisfaction at tliis 
result. On February 24, General Clavering was appointed 
Commander-in-chief of the East India Company’s forces ; 
with Colonel Monson to succeed him in that command 
in case of Clavering’s becoming Governor-General. The 
last obstacles to the proposed arrangement being thus re- 
moved, Francis prepared for his voyage. 

On the eve of departure,® Francis effected the arrange- 

^ Francis’s friend, Dr, Campbell, is tbiis mentioned in tbe ^Public 
Advertiser ’ report : * Good old Dr. Campbell was brought from Queen’s 
Sq[uare, and stayed till tbe last, though every one expected be would have 
expired in bis seat.’ 

^ Just at the period of the departure of Francis for India (1774), appeared 
a pamphlet entitled The Irenarch : or, Justice of the Peace’s Manual j 
addressed to the gentlemen in the Commission of Peace for the County of 
Leicestei% By a gentleman of the Commission.’ To wliich is prefixed ^ A 
Dedication to Lord Mansfield, by another hand.’ Of this singular volume 
(according to Mr. Parlres), one copy only is known to exist, which belonged 
to Sir P. Francis, and was bound by him with other tracts. It contains a 
vindication of Junius’s views on the Law of Libel, with extracts from the 
'Letters,’ so significant that, in Mr. Parhes’s opinion, it 'could be written by 
none but Juiuus himself.’ 
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ixient indicated in the next letter with the executors of 
Mr. Calcraft, to which (it appears) he had Lord North’s 
consent. 

London, Pebmary 28, 177-1. 

Gentlemen, — ^Being appointed by tlie legislature to be one of tlie 
Council of Bengal for tbe term of five years, and now preparing for 
my departxQ'e, it becomes necessary to state to you ‘wliat my wishes 
are, with respect to the choice of one of the representatives for the 
Borough of Wareham, at the general election or at the next vacancy. 

On the other side of this letter is a copy of a paper, written and 
signed by my late worthy friend, Mr. Calcraft, the original of which 
is in your possession. It contains a request and injunction to you, 
his trustees and executors, in my favour, which I doubt not you will 
implicitly comply with. But as my absence from England will pre- 
vent my immediately availing myself of the benefit and honour in- 
tended me by Mr. Calcraft, it is my earnest desire and request to 
you, that you will employ the interest vested in you by his will, to 
return my intimate friend Christopher D’Oyly, Esquire, of Little 
Charles Street, Berkeley Square, as member for the Borough of 
Wareham, at the next general election or at the first vacancy that 
may happen, instead of myself. He is a man whom Mr. Calcraft 
highly esteemed, and to whom there can be no objection on any 
account. My own particular reason for wishing that he may be 
elected in my room is, because I can depend upon his honour that if, 
on my return from India, I should require of him to vacate his seat, 
he will be ready to do so ; and that in the meantime he will supply 
my place in parliament with the greatest honour and ability. In 
case of his death while I am abroad, I hope and expect that due care 
^vill be taken of my interest, and that whoever succeeds hi-m shall 
be bound by an honourable obligation to vacate the seat, if, upon 
my return from India, I should require it. 

Christopher D’Oyly (with Single-speech Hamilton) was 
accordingly returned for Wareham at the general election 
of 1774, and again in 1776, when he had accepted the 
office of ‘ Commissary-General of the Musters.’ The 
complaints of Francis, in his autobiographical fragment, 
that Calcraft’s- executors had played false with him in the 
matter of the representation of Wareham, are not to me 
intelligible. 

Whatever may have been Francis’s faults, it is certain 
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that he succeeded in earning as zealous and disinterested 
friendships as often fall to the lot of man. Several letters 
addressed to him at this period are full of kindness ; but 
the follo^^^ing from a member of a family related to his 
wife, with which the correspondence shows a long intimacy, 
breathes no ordinary spirit of generosity. 

Preston Street, March 30, 1774. 

Dear Francis, — I intended visiting you to-niglit before I saw you 
this et'cning, and missing Mrs. Francis shall not prevent it, although 
to say how she was as late as possible was one motive. You may 
depend on Mrs. Chandler’s and my seeing her to-morrow and every 
day that we possibly can, to alleviate her great loss all that friends 
can. Another motive was to tell you I won’t make your insurance. 
Crod preserve you very long to your family ! He has been already 
bountiful to you and yours in ffis blessings. If His Almighty will 
disposes of you otherwise than we wish, depend on it your dear 
children shall never want the sum the insurance would have raised 
them. G od preserve yon ! The four hundred shall be taken care of. 
A happy speedy voyage, and every good that can befal you, is the 
sincere wish of your affectionate friend, 

Geoegh Chandlee. 

‘ I do not suffer Mrs. Francis,' says D’Oyly, in a letter 
of nearly the same date, ‘to indulge her melancholy 
thoughts too much : upon the whole she behaves well, 
and we will endeavour to think as little of you as possible ; 
and in retm-n I expect that you are not at all anxious 
about your wife and family, for you have left those here 
that will take care of them.’ 

It is due to Francis to say that he had himself made 
as ample provision on this head, prospectively, as his now 
altered circumstances seemed to allow. It is detailed in 
the next letter to his wife, and accompanied with very 
characteristic instructions as to the management of his 
children during his absence. 

London, March 30, 1774* 

I h^ve paid iato Messrs* Drummond’s iiands the sum of 5002^. for 
joux use, and subject to your orders. THs, with the sum of 93Z., 
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whicli I leave with, you, amounts to 598Z. My intention is to allow 
youi' fatlicr 261 . a 3 ^ear, to be reckoned from the day I embark. Of 
this lie has already received ten gaiineas on account. You will pay 
Mm the remainder (14Z. 10s.) any time mtliin the year ; but do not 
advance any more till this time twelvemonth. 

You are to pay my father’s pensioner half a guinea on the twelfth 
of every month. 

On April 1, 1775, my trustees are directed to pay you 631 Z. 6s., 
or such a proportion of that sum as you may deshe, and so on 
annually. You will leave it at Drummond’s, and draw for it as you 
want it. Keep an account of your drafts that you may know how 
your money lasts. If the above annuities fall in, you will have the 
advantage of it. 

As you are to have the above sum paid annually on a stated day, 
it is not material to you whether I leave the rent, taxes, schooling, 
&c., paid up or not to the day of my departure, but I shall leave you an 
exact state of those articles, as they stand due. I wish you may be 
able, for three years at least, to live on this allowance ; but I should 
be very unhappy to think you were distressed. You are therefore 
at liberty to apply to my trustees for 50Z. more, if you hnd you want 
it at the end of the year. This, I hope, will remove all diMcultios 
and apprehensions. 

I have made the best provision I can for my son’s education. I 
need not recommend it to you to see him often, and tell Mi\ Ribou- 
ville freely anything you think amiss. The girls will fall more par- 
ticularly under your care. Sally is to come home at Cliristmas next, 
or at Midsummer 1775 at farthest. I leave that and everything 
relative to the periods of their going to and quitting the school to 
your own discretion. 

I wish you to Hve rather a retired, but not a dull and melancholy 
life. 

You have acquaintances enough, and I wish you to avoid new 
ones. In general, prefer those friends who live nearest to you. Let 
the girls be taught a grave, modest, reserved carriage. I dis- 
like hoydens. Keep them constantly in yoxxr company (when from 
school), and observe everything they do. Let them have exercise 
abroad, and constant occupation at home. Take care what books 
they read ; and ii’ you take them to a play, which should not bo 
above once in a winter, let it he some ridiculous comedy and panto- 
mime at which they may laugh, hut nothing sentimental, or that 
borders upon indecorum. Above all things, never suffer them to b© 
idle. The older they grow the more necessary you will find this 
rule to be. When you want medical assistance you may always 
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have that of Mr. Adair and Dr. Macnamara. Keep an account hook 
for all the money you pay (exclusive of your house and private 
expenses), and mark the day to which every article is paid up. 

Tliis may be tbe proper place, althougb. occasioning 
some anticipation, to notice a feature in Francis’s charac- 
ter which has been often dwelt on, and exaggerated, by 
his enemies. He had the reputation of being very close 
in pecuniarj’- matters. ‘ His warmest admirers,’ says his 
hostile critic in the ‘ Calcutta Eeview,’ ‘ do not seek 
to conceal the fact that he was utterly -without generosity. 
His avarice and meanness were proverbial. It has been 
alleged, indeed, that he invited men to take up their re- 
sidence in his house, and then sent them in a bill for 
their board and lodging.’ Lord Brougham says in his 
‘ Statesmen of the Eeigu of George III.’ : ‘ His nature was 
exceedingly penurious ; and, like all men of this cast, he 
stooped to the smallest savings. His little schemes of 
economy were the subject of amusing observations to his 
friends.’ Lord Brougham (who is confirmed on this point 
by Lady Francis) is no doubt referring to current anec- 
dotes of Francis’s later days; and we all know how common 
it is, after a life of ardent passion and superabundant 
energy, for men of his temper to expend the last super- 
fluous eagerness which remains to them in half-serious 
addiction to the ‘ good old-gentlemanly vice.’ As to the 
Indian stories, it is to be remembered that Francis went - 
to India to make a fortune, and did succeed in making a 
moderate one ; and Indian civilians, always a hospitable, 
often an extravagant race, are very apt to judge thus 
contemptuously of ‘ uncovenanted ’ interlopers who do 
not spend their income. But a mean and penurious man, 
during the better part of his life, Francis was not. On 
the contrary, those who study his private history from the 
naaterials which he has left will be disposed to think him 
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at once a generous and a just man. Wliile lie was strug- 
gling on witli an income which must have barely sufficed 
for his maintenance, ive have seen how his careless father 
depended on the more thoughtful son for assistance, and 
how he did his best to help his wife’s needy family. He 
was fond of money doubtless ; a gamester in his younger 
days on the Stock Exchange, in after times (as will be 
seen) at the whist table to a most extravagant extent ; but 
he was certainly no miser. His careful and repeated 
attentions to tlie pecuniary comfort of his family, during his 
Indian absence, are creditable both to his head and heart. 
We have seen that his original allowance to Mrs. Francis, 
on his departure, was at the rate of £600, or ratlier 
£630 a year ; but he complains, comically enough, to his 
friend Godfrey in a letter from Calcutta (June 25, 1776), 
‘ I have repeatedly directed my trustees ’ (D’Oyly and 
Chandler) ‘to increase her allowance to £800, and 
not to allow her to be on any account distressed for 
money. Instead of complying with these requests, they 
give her good advice, and, in the midst of their own in- 
solent unbounded affluence, prescribe economy to the 
most careful and prudent of the human species. Among 
other things they will not let her have a coach, though 
I positively directed her to have it, and am positively 
determined she shall, as well as every other comfort and 
convenience that money can purchase.’ At the same 
time, Erancis was, as it seems, contributing largely to the 
support of his wife’s poverty-stricken father Macrabie. 

Mr. Chandler and I (writes D’Oyly to him some time later — 
April 20, 1777) take as good care of your money matters as we can; 
but if you choose that your family should not spend more than 8007. 
a year, you should not specify that sum in our letters, and in theirs 
call upon them to spend whatever they please, and rather charge 
them to live liberally and expensively in that way. This you cannot 
but see must breed a little uneasiness when we try to keep expenses 
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witMxL wliat you point out to us, and indeed I suppose tLey will 
now reacli 1,200Z. a year, instead of 800Z. 

Poor Mrs. Prancis, however (to sura up the events of 
later years), though the simplest of women, does not 
seem to have been qualified to shine as an economist. 
She quarrelled with her trustees for stinting her : parti- 
cularly in the matter of a house in Harley Street, which 
cost the very considerable rent (for those times) of £180 
per annum. ‘ Harley Street is all the ton now,’ writes 
one of Francis’s correspondents. She complains to her 
husband in India (August 27, 1775), that — 

Mr. Chandler lias been rather harsh, though I believe well meant. 
I gave up buying a gown which was to cost lOZ. though I have not 
had one before since you went. , . I wished him and Mr. D’Oyly 
to examine my accounts, which they both declined. What can I do ? 
I meet with some dilEculties, but must swallow them. Both their 
ladies are very advising, without knowing anything of the matter : 
but they live in plenty and may do what they please wdthout being 
called to account : they know nothing of children or their expenses. 

Oil April 20, 1777, she sends tire following list of her 
expenses : — 


House rent and taxes in Harley Street . , 20oZ. 

Housekeeping at 4 guineas a week . . 222 

Philip’s school, and clothes, &c. for him . 100 

Servants’ wages, five in number ... 42 

Men’s liveries . . » . . . 12 12^. 

Girls’ clothes : there are five . , . 100 

Coals and wine, and apothecary ... 80 

Coach, &c 120 

Monthlies, for myself ..... 6 0 

941 m. 


which sum she afterwards raised, by supplementary esti- 
mate, to 1,085Z., including her girls’ schooling. In 177 9 
expenses had advanced much farther. Bristow, one of 
Francis’s Indian fifiends coming to London, finds her in 
Harley Street : ‘ her establishment and style of living are 
elegant without being extravagant, at least according to 
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my ideas, and I imagine she does not spend you above 
£2,000 a year.’ 

His son Philip was entrusted to tlie charge of a French 
emigrant teacher, M. Eibouville, who also had the care of 
a son of Lord Clive. Francis had strong dogmatical no- 
tions on the subject of education, as on so many others ; 
and he left a carefully- written paper in the hands of M. • 
Eibouville,^ containing his view of the training to be 
adopted for his boy. For years after his arrival in India, 
Francis carefully enters in his letter books, along with the 
political and private correspondence of his fiercely agitated 
life, the formal communications in French which he re- 
ceives from the worthy M. Eibouville, and the scrawls of 
his little boy to ‘ papa.’ 

After delays which must have tried his impatient spirit, 
Francis left his house in Duke Street for Portsmouth, 
where he was to embark on board the Ashburnham with 
Clavering and Monson, at half-past eight in the evening 
of March 30, 1774. His companion was his favourite 
friend and brother-in-law, Alexander Macrabie. Alex- 
ander had reached England from America some months 
previous ; whether in consequence of disappointment in 
the commercial or other schemes to which he had applied 
himself when in that country, does not appear. But he 
now accompanied Francis in the quality of private se- 
cretary. They slept at Epsom ; and only reached Ports- 
mouth (though posting with four horses) at eight o’clock 
the following evening. ‘ H.B.,’ says Macrabie, ‘ in some 
emergencies two nags will move as fast as four ; an extra- 
ordinary shilling has amazing influence.’ On the follow- 
ing day they embarked. 

^ Pfeted in Appendix. 
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No. I. 

Copt, verb, et lit, of a Fragment of an AntobiograjAy 
of (Sir) Philip Fmncis’s early life. It was evidently 
written in India, at Calcutta, not later than 1776, if not a 
year earlier. The original is on the Government paper 
he used at tliat period in India ; and the aUusion to 
current, unconcluded aflairs in India fixes beyond doubt 
the place and above peilod of the mamrscript. 

I found the fragments within a large parcel of unsoited 
mixed papers chiefly on Indian Finance. On perusal, I 
was immediately aware of the great value of the frag- 
ments. The breaks with dots represent passages cut out 
with scissors in the original. 

The mutilations of the Autobiography there can be 
little, if any, doubt were made by Francis himself; 
probably at some after time on his return to Europe. 
Occasionally in the manuscript sentences or words have 
been interpolated (not originally written) in a varied or 
later handwriting of Sir Philip. The Autobiography, or 
its fragments as above found, must of course have been 
brought home by him. Also, in the same parcel I found 
his own copy of his letter to Calcraft of 1st December 
1770.^ It is probable that on second thoughts, later in 

^ THs copy was written on War Office paper. 
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life (and he is known before death to have destroyed 
numerous private papers), he mutilated portions of this 
early autobiography — preserving the fragments as memo- 
randa for another similar composition. Or, the fragments 
might have been mislaid by him in his packages on his 
return from Calcutta in a loose mass of India Financial 
documents, and remained unobserved and unknown in 
the bundle. 

The remains of this singular record by Sir Philip 
are all important, as illustrating his political opinions and 
active co-operation in the opposition to the Grafton and 
North administrations — his confidential communications 
with Calcraft — his relations with Lord Chatham, not 
direct, but through Calcraft — in solving the mystery as 
to his obtainment of his place in the India Council — and 
generally, as expressing his views of the political and 
private characters of the leading public men of the Junius 
period. 

The autobiography (witli the other discovered proofs) 
is most confirmatory of Sir Philip’s authorship of the 
‘ Junius’ Letters. It records, further, the remarkable con- 
fession, that on reconsidering his own political services 
of the Opposition, he had entertained mistaken political 
views, though his convictions at the time were ‘ sincere.’ 
This distinct admission is clearly an apology for some of 
the extreme personalities and anti-ministerial attacks of 
Junius. 

The autobiographer’s allusion to Woodfall’s Trial and 
the Press, and especially to the Middlesex Election Ques- 
tion and Wilkes, betrays Francis in relation to Junius. 
.Also, his charactet of Chatham and Calcraft exactly tallies 
•with the Letters. 


J. Paekes. 
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The Condition of our Conamerce with Portugal was very 
little improved by Lord KinnouPs negociations. His Instruc- 
tions, it is true, did not intitle him to hold a peremptory 
Language. We were involved in a most expensive War, and 
notwdthstanding our successes, had no Allies to spare. This at 
least, in Mr. Pitt's Opinion, was no Season for increasing the 
number of our Enemies. With respect to Portugal, I am con- 
vinced he was mistaken ; but, even if he had thought it advisable 
to adopt a firmer System of negociation with that little Court, 
the Execution of it must have been disgraced by so feeble an 
Instrument as Lord Kinnoull. We found a French Ambassador 
at Lisbon, whose Organs were very differently constituted from 
ours. It was not possible for the French Nation to be more 
truly represented than by the Comte de Merle. He was lively, 
vain, insolent and polite. With respect to us, the most unlucky 
part of his Character was his Penetration. He saw in a Moment 
what Sort of a Eival he had to contend with, and resolved, if 
he could, to lower the Triumphs of the English Nation by 
mortifying and degrading their Ambassador. He asserted that 
he had an indisputable right to take the Pas of the English 
Ambassador on all Occasions whatsoever ; that the point had 
either never been disputed by us ; or that it had been formally 
yielded and did not admit of a question ; — and that he w’^as 
determined, at all Events, to maintain the right and Honour of 
the Crown of France. It was in vain for tlie Portufruese 
Ministers to propose Expedients to a Man of this Temper. He 
would not listen to anything that conveyed the most distant 
Idea of Equality, and in fact he carried his point. The question 
was, which of them should go first into the King’s Closet. — The 
French Ambassador alvays took his Station at the Door till it 
was opened, and would suffer no Man to enter before him. In 
this Situation Lord Kinnoull had no honourable Remedy but to 
go up to the door and remove the French Ambassador by Force. 
The other of course would have drawn his sword, and a Battle 
must have ensued between them in the King of Portugal’s 
Presence. Lord Kinnoull had too much Discretion to run the 
risque of such an Extremity. Instead of taking the Quarrel 
upon himself, he stated the Case pretty fairty to Mr. Pitt, who 
in return sent him Orders, in the King’s Name, to assert the 
Precedence due to the Crown of England, and dispute the Pas 
with the French Ambassador. By this Instruction, which he 

A A 2 
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neitlier had Courage to execute or disobey, Lord Kinnoull’s 
Distresses were compleated. At last however the Conde de 
Oeyras helped him, in some degree, out of his Difficulties, by 
obtaiuiug a prior Audience for him on the day on which the 
Marriage of the Princess of Brazils with her Uncle was declared. 
But as this Audience was granted at an unusual hour, the 
Point in dispute with the French Ambassador never came in 
issue, and in Effect was left upon as disgraceful a footing for us 
as ever. 

Lord Kinnoull, by constant Assiduity and Compliance, had 
ingratiated himself with the Prime Minister, and of course was 
a sort of Favourite at Court. His Favour indeed did not serve 
to promote the Object of the Embassy, but it occasioned his 
being treated with a great deal of personal Distinction and 
Eespect. 

In Consequence of a Difference between the two Courts about 
the Value of a Present offered to Carvalho, when he was Envoy 
in England, it had been agreed for some years that no Presents 
should be given at the Departure of their respective Ministers. 
Lord Kinnoull had his audience of Leave in the usual Form, 
and was dismissed with a multitude of gracious Expressions. A 
few minutes after he had quitted the Closet, the King of 
Portugal sent to desire to speak with him again. — ^ My Lord,’ 
says he, ^ I have taken Leave of the English Ambassador, but I 
should be sorry that the Earl of Kinnoull should leave my Court, 
without receiving some Mark of my personal Eegard for him.’ 
So saying, his Majesty presented him with a gold Snuff Box, in 
which was a Brilliant, valued at twelve hundred Moidores. 
— When a Favour is conferred in this handsome manner, the 
Portuguese call it a Fineza^ and no People understand better 
how to refine upon a Compliment. 

I do not think it difficult to account for their Conduct, tho’ 
few Events have created a greater Variety of Speculations. The 
Tone, given by the Court and adopted by more than their 
dependants at that time, was to rail at the Arrogance of a 
Minister who deserted the Service of his Country at a critical 
Conjuncture, because the Privy Council did not yield to his 
Opinion for an immediate Declaration of War against Spain. 
This was the substance of the Charge. The rest was Ornament 
or Invective. There was some Appearance undoubtedly, but no 
Truth in this kind of Language. Mr. Pitt’s resolution must 
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have been founded on a Consideration of three Facts, of the 
reality of which he had very sufficient Eeason to be convinced. 
— 1®^ That the King’s Confidence, without which the Post of 
Minister, excepting some few extraordinary cases, is either 
unsafe or precarious or dishonourable, was intirely engrossed by 
Lord Bute. — 2*^ That the King and Lord Bute were determined 
as soon as they could to patch up a peace with France, almost 
upon any Terms. — 3*^ That if the War with France was con- 
tinued, a War with Spain was inevitable In this situation he 
had the Choice of three Systems of Conduct before him. 

If he concurred with the secret Views of the Closet, and made 
himself the Instrument of an ignominious Peace with France, 
the Consequence would be, that he must lose all Credit with the 
Nation and be turned out of Office whenever the King thought 
proper. If he continued to act, after his Advice against Spain 
had been rejected, he had nothing to expect but perpetual 
Contradictions from a decided Majority in Council, a total Loss 
of Dignity, Responsibility without Power, and the Regret of 
having missed the most graceful Opportunity of resigning. It 
remained then for him to insist on a War with Spain, which in 
spite of the King would have fixed him in the Ministry, or to 
leave to his Enemies the Task of continuing the present War, 
with the prospect of another before them, or the still more 
difficult Task of putting an End to it on terms adequate to our 
Successes and satisfactory to the Nation. His Conduct, in my 
Opinion, was a Masterpiece of personal Policy, of which, at the 
same time, his Country had no reason to complain. He might 
have sacrificed himself by continuing in a Post no longer 
tenable with honour ; but neither would the King have suffered 
him to hold it longer than was necessary to disgrace him, nor 
would it have been of any Benefit to the Nation. His Conduct, 
thus far, was too bright and too elevated not to receive some 
Shade or Diminution from the Acceptance of a Peerage and a 
Pension. He deserved greater Rewards from the English Nation, 
but, at that moment, he should have refused them from the King. 

The first Measure adopted by his Successors was in effect the 
highest Compliment imaginable to the Man whose Advice they 
had rejected. As a French Author expresses it, — ^ they paid 
a sort of Homage to his superiority.’ They had hardly taken 
their seats in Council before they were obliged to declare War 
against Spain. 
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be might deserve to be called in- 
genious. But in the Conduct of Affairs he was literally Mr. 
Pitt’s Clerk, with hardly any qualification but Zeal and 
Assiduit}^ I never saw anything like a masterly Performance 
from his Pen, In private Life he was amiable and respectable. 
No Man did more for his P'amily and his Friends. He was 
chearful too, and happy in Society — until he came into Office 
again with Lord Weymouth. Conceiving then that he governed 
the Nation, he grew proud, reserved, and miserable. Never 
was a better Man more hurt by Advancement. 

On the Expectation of a War with Spain in 1770, he sold 
large sums in the stocks on Speculation, and concluding that 
Lord Cliatham must necessarily be called upon to take the 
Lead, he persuaded Lord We 3 nnonth to resign. Neither of 
these Events taking place, it was suspected that the considerable 
loss he suffered in the Stocks, added perhaps to the Eeproaches 
of Lord Weymouth, drove him to despair, and that he put an 
end to his life.^ 

As soon as the peace was concluded Lord Bute determined to 
resign, yet to continue to govern the King and Kingdom, if he 
could, without appearing in any ostensible or responsible 
Employment. Plis Friends pretended to say that this was 
originally his Plan, and that he never meant to remain in 
Office, after he had once accomplished the great work of Pacifi- 
cation; but I have good ground for judging differently of his 
motives. I have no doubt that both he and the Princess 
Dowager meant that he should continue Minister for Life, but 
that he was frighted from his Post by the Clamours of the 
Nation and the growing antipathy against the Scotch, excited 
and fomented by the writings of John Wilkes. He yielded to 
a storm, which he might possibly have weathered, if he had 
possessed courage enough to face it. He thought however 
that his secret influence would still be secured, by committing 
the Grovernment to three of his dependants. These were 
Halifax, Egremont, and George Grenville. The two first were 

^ I can only flU np tliis mutilated passage by tbe conjecture that it refers 
to Hobert Wood (the G-reek antiquary, Francises early patron), who was 
Under Secretary of State under Lord Chatham, and again in 1768, when 
LokI Weymouth came in. He died at Ms country place on September 9, 
1771. But I have not seen anywhere else this suggestion as to the manner 
of his death. 
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little more than names. It was apparent that the weight of 
power would follow the Treasury, and devolve upon Grenville. 
Fox now saw, with Spite and Eancour, that he had been labour- 
ing fur the Advancement of a Man he hated 

There was a Time, at which he might have been Minister him- 
self and succeeded Lord Bute at the Treasury. His heart failed 
him at the Juncture, and he repented when it was too late. 
After the new Arrairgement was settled, he sent Calcraft to 
Lord Bute to say that he was ready to act. From that moment 
I date the Dotage, which has since reduced birr,, to nothing. 
The King however rewarded his Services with a Peerage, which 
had before been given to his Wife, and continued him in the 
Pay Office. His Friends of course fell from him very fast, 
Rigby and Calcraft among the first. He accused them both of 
Ingratitude, as if a Minister out of Power had any claim to 
Friendship. How far the first was engaged to him I know not. 
Calcraft undoubtedly owed his rapid Fortune to Mr. Fox’s 
patronage. He was the Son of an Attorney at Grantham, and 
went to London literally to seek his Fortune. At the age of 
six and forty he had a landed Estate, the Eent Roll of which 
was above ten thousand Pounds a year. In his quarrel with 
Lord Holland I think he had as much Reason of his Side, as an 
interested Man can have for deserting an Old Friend and 
Benefactor. There was not Virtue enough in either of them to 
justify their quarelling. If either of them had had common 
Honesty, he could never have been the Friend of the other. 
Lord Shelburne, Marquis of Lansdowme, who was then no more 
than a Messenger between Fox and Bute, had heard the former, 
in a fit of Passion or Peevishness, declare that he was determined 
to quit the Pay Office, and retire from public Affairs. This 

Intelligence he carried to Lord Bute who 

made his Arrangement accordingly. Fox, who had no thoughts 
of relinquiwshing seven thousand pounds a year, and certainly 
Lad not commissioned Shelburne to answer for his Intentions, 
denied his having ever made such a Declaration. Shelburne 
appealed to Calcraft, who, preferring the Interest of Truth to 
every other Consideration, gave Evidence against his patron. 
The Question between these virtuous Men was, how far Honour 
was to yield to or prevail over Gratitude. F'ox affirmed that, if 
his service required it, Calcraft was bound to foreswear himself. 
Calcraft on the other hand, seeing the Decline of his Patron’s 
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Influence, which it was apparent he could never recover, did 
not apprehend that Gratitude ought to carry him so far. They 
parted with more public hostility than was quite prudent in 
men so well acquainted with each other’s Defects. A Eecon- 
ciliation was impossible, for each of them knew the Heart of 
his Enemy. P^rom that time we may date the Origin of Mr. 
Calcraft’s Patriotism, Before he openly went over with 
Shelburne and Barre to Lord Temple and Chatham, he thought 
proper to declare War with Lord Bute by the most violent and 
outrageous Manifesto that ever was penned against a Minister 
or a Gentleman. Bute shewed his Letter to my Father, and 
complained of it as the grossest Insult he had ever received. 
What were the Causes of Cd,lcraft s Eesentment I know not, 
hut I can answer for it he preserved it to the moment of his 
Death. 

Amidst all these villainous Transactions, my Father had more 
reason to complain of ungrateful Treatment than anybody. 
From the year 1756, he had been incessantly employed. He 
almost lived at Holland House, and was the Friend and 
p^avourite of the P'^amily. He taught Stephen and Charles to 
read, and Lady Sarah Lennox and Lady Susan Strangeways to 
declaim. The Conduct of these Ladies, it must be confessed, 
has not done much Credit to his Instructions. Lady Susan 
thought proper to marry a Player, whose Person promised more 
than it was able to perform. Lady Sarah, encouraged by the 
Vanity or Ambition of the Family, looked at nothing less than 
the Crown. The young King was evidently more partial to her 
than suited the Views of Bute and the Princess Dowager. Yet 
he permitted them to choose a Wife for him, and had not 
Spirit enough to choose even a Mistress for himself. Lady 
Sarah was ready to he either. When that hope failed, she 
accepted of Sir Charles Banbury and was married by my P''ather, 
who, I presume, has been heartily cursed by them both for the 
share he had in bringing them together. It is remarkable 
enough that both these Ladies were disappointed in their Men. 
Considering all Circumstances, my Father was not unreasonable 
in expecting an Irish Bishoprick or some handsome Provision in 
the Church. Lord Holland affected to lament his Inability to 
serve a Man, whom he professed to love and esteem ; yet had 
Interest enough to make Mr, Young, a poor Curate, who 
married his natural Daughter, a Bishop in Ireland. I have 
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often seen that worthy Prelate and his Wife at Breakfast and 
Dinner with his Patron’s Servants. Such Christian Humility 
entitled him to a Mitre, 

When Lord Holland went to Italy in 1763, he left my Father 
as unprovided for as when he found him ; except that he 
bequeathed him as a Legacy to Lord Bute, who transferred him 
to George Grenville. Thro’ this Eecominendation, he after- 
wards obtained a Pension out of the Privy Purse of three 
hundred Pounds a year. In the meantime however, he felt the 
Distress of his situation, and was stung with the Idea of so 
long having been the Dupe of a Scoundrel. His Eesentmeiit 
burst into a Flame. He wrote to Lord Holland in violent 

terms, which where, for 

want of better Employment he busied himself in laying schemes. 

In these I concurred with him 

heartily. I had no hope of advancement but on the line of 
Opposition. I was sincere tho’ mistaken in my Politics, and 
was convinced the Ministry could never stand the Consequences 
of the Middlesex Election. In the separation of Chatham and 
Temple, when the former accepted the Privy Seal, Calcraft had 
carefully kept up an Interest and secret Correspondence with 
them both. It was not long before Chaiham discovered that 

had cajolled and deceived him, 

that the Duke of Grafton was undermining him in the Closet, 
and that the System of the double Cabinet, which had ruined 
Lord Eockingham’s administration, con- 

tinued to operate as powerfully as ever. As soon as there was a 
prospect of a rupture between Lord Chatham and the Duke of 
Grafton, Calcraft made it his BusineSwS to reconcile the Brothers, 
and effected his purpose by convincing them that their mutual 
Interest required it. This indeed was obvious, and to such Men 
no other Motives were necessary. The next Step was to effect 
a reconciliation between Chatham and George Grenville. This 
would not have been a difficult matter, if nothing but Demon- 
strations of Enmity had passed between them. Expressions of 
hearty Contempt are not so easily forgiven. The three Brothers 
consented however to a Meeting, at which every Man was ready 
to throw the Blame of former Mistakes upon himself, and shed 
Tears in abundance. They were all good Actors, and performed 
their parts to Admiratioo. Another Object still required tho 
good OflSces and Mediation of Mr. Calcraft, His great property 
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and constant profession of wanting nothing for himself, gave 
him a considerahle weight with all Parties. The Marquis of 
Rockingham was at the head of the only Set of Men, that, in 
point of Numbers, deserved to be called a Party. He con- 
sidered Chatham as the immediate Cause of the Dissolution of 
his own Administration and hated him accordingly, tho’ in effect 
it was Northington who gave the finishing Stroke to his Credit 
with the King. This Temper carried him so far that, when 
Chatham afterwards made him some Advances, Lord Rocking- 
ham refused to receive his visit, and turned him out of his 
House without seeing him. But la.sting Enmities are much 
upon the same footing with lasting Fiiendships in the Breast of 
a Statesman. The Interest of all parties evidently required a 
Coalition, and Calcraft was again the Mediator ; at least he told 
me so. To his Industry and activity the Opposition were in 
some measure indebted for the formidable Appearance they 
made in the beginning of the Year 1770, when Chatham, 
Camden, and Granby resigned, when Yorke put an end to his 
Life, when Grafton abandoned the Government, and North 
succeeded to what I believe he himself and every Man in the 
Kingdom at that time thought a forlorn Hope. It is not easy 
to say, by what means all these flattering Expectations were 
disappointed. Calcraft thought we might have succeeded, if 
Camden had not given the Duke of Grafton a respite of some 
days, and kept the Seals after they had been demanded of him, 
while the Negotiation with Charles Yorke was depending ; or if 
Granby had resigned with Spirit, and thrown all his Commissions 
at the King’s feet ; or at last, if the Leaders of the Opposition 
could have agreed among themselves about the Treasury. It 

was soon discovered that they were quarrelling 

about the spoils, before they had gained the Victory. The 
Court were well informed of these Divisions, and determined to 
hold a steady Countenance. The Influence of the Crown is so 
powerful, that if the Administration can but gain time, they 
must always conquer. 

Notwithstanding the famous Protest of forty-two Lay Lords, 
and all Chatham’s Eloquence, Calcraft and I soon saw that the 
Game was lost with respect to Opposition in general, but we 
still thought it possible that Chatham might be sent for alone. 

This would have suited him much better 

than a general change of hands and we knew he had no scruples 
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about deserting bis new Friends. On the Approach of a Eupture 
with Spain about Falkland Islands, these views revived. Cha- 
tham came forward again, and attacked tlie Ministry with 
wonderful Eloquence. I took down from JMemory the famous 
Speech he made on the 22nd of Nov. 1770, and had it published 
in a few days. It had a great Effect abroad, and alarmed or 
offended the Ministry so much, that they determined to shut 
the Doors of the House of Lords against all Strangers, even 
Members of the other House. I \vas. present at that ridiculous 
Scene of Eiot and Confusion, when Lord Grower, first Marquis 
of Stafford, interrupted the Duke of Manchester in the middle 
of his Speech, and moved that the House should be cleared. 
After a loud and shameful Clamour, which lasted half an hour, 
the Opposition Lords retired in a Body and protested. The 
Stroke however was fatal to the Opposition. It was in vain to 
make Speeches, when there was no Audience to be informed or 
inflamed, nor any means of dispersing them among the people. 
Still however we thought a Spanish War inevitable, and that 
Chatham must be employed. Lord Weymouth, on that Con- 
viction, resigned the Secretary of State’s Office ; and I lost five 
hundred pounds in the Stocks. By that loss however I gained 
Knowledge enough of the Mode of transacting Business in the 
Alley, to deter me from entering into such Traffic again. The 
Convention with Spain sunk me and my hopes to a lower State 
than ever. If Chatham had come in, I might have commanded 
anything, and could not but have risen under his Protection. 

In the Course of the above Debates in the House of Lords, a 
circumstance happened, which I think deserves to be remem- 
bered, that it may appear how much the greatest Men may be 
and often are indebted to little ones, Woodfall the printer had 
been tried before Lord Mansfield at Nisi Prius for printing a 
Libel, — I think it was Junius’ Letter to the King, and found 
guilty of printing and publishing only. Lord Mansfield ac- 
cepted the Verdict, The Attorney General moved the Court of 
King’s Bench that the Verdict might be entered up according 
to the legal sense of the Words. Woodfall’s Counsel petitioned 
for a new Trial. According to the established Proceedings of 
the Court, the Grounds for granting or refusing a new Trial 
must arise from some defect in the Verdict itself, and must ap- 
pear on the face of the Eecord. Lord Mansfield, in making his 
Eeport to the Court, stated the Charge which he had given to the 
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Jury, and went into all the Proceedings at nisi priiis. All this 
Discourse was calculated to serve other Purposes. With respect 
to the question before the Court, it was extrajudicial and im- 
proper, — as the Lawyers call it, he travelled out of the Record, 

I caught a hint of this Irregularity from Bearcroft one night at 
a Tavern, and immediately drew up an Argument upon it in 
proper Form, and sent it to Calcraft, desiring him to transmit 
it to his Friend. Within three days after, I heard the great 
Earl of Chatham repeat my Letter verbatim in the House of 
Lords, not only following the Argument exactly, but dressing 
it in the same Expressions that I had done. His Speech the 
next day flamed in the Newspapers, and ran through tlie 
Kingdom.^ 

Such were the Triumphs or Amusements of a Party that had 
almost all the Wit, and Popularity, and Abilities in the King- 
dom to support them, but never could carry a question in either 
House of Parliament. I saw plainly that my Connections would 

never lead me to any solid Advantage 

1775, or till a Vacancy, of which there was no Expectation. Even 
then I must resign my place, and fight my Way to advance- 
ment with a broken and languishing Opposition. The Prospect 
on every side was gloomy and dispiriting. From that time I 
never ceased to form Projects for quitting the War Office. 
India was the only Quarter where it was possible to make a 
Fortune, and this Way all my Thoughts were directed. They 
were rather Thoughts than Views, for I saw no Opening, and 
only Observation ; and, by changing the Scene, helped to relieve 
my Thoughts. Calcraft agreed to join me at Naples in the 
Autumn. We parted with every possible Mark of Affection, — 
never to meet again,^ The Journal of my Travels which is 
preserved among my Papers in England, contains little or 
nothing of Importance except a curious Interview with the 
Pope, Gangauelli. I wrote a particular Account of it to Doctor 
Campbell. Nothing could exceed the Courtesy with which his 
Holiness treated us; but there was no dignity in his deport- 
ment nor Judgement in his discourse. He seemed to have got 
a set of speeches by heart, calculated to please and flatter such 

^ Apparently this is the letter printed in the present Appendix. 

* See Calcraffc^s last letter to Lord Chatham, August 21, 1772 (Chatham 
Correspondence ) . 
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Englislimen as went to see him. His Encomiums of the 
English Nation were too extravagant to be sincere. The scene 
however Avas curious, considering who were the parties, and 
deserved to be remembered. 

To compleat my Afflictions I received an Account of Cal- 
craft’s Death, while I was at Naples. I knew what I had to 
expect and was not much disappointed at hearing that he had 
left me nothing but a thousand pounds, and an Injunction to 
his Trustees to bring me into Parliament for Wareham during 
the Minority of his Sons. 

Nothing could be more express than this Injunction, nor 
more explicit than the Eefusal of his worthy Eepresentative 
to comply with it, when, before my departure for India, 1 
called upon them to substitute Mr. D’Oyley during my ab- 
sence.^ In this Instance they undoubtedly departed from 
the Intentions of the Testator, but they adhered scrupulously 
to his. While my Euin was in suspence I had felt infinitely 
greater Distress of Mind than now when it was determined. 
Extremities, once clear and unavoidable, reduce a Man to take 
his Eesolution, and the very Act of resolving gives Vigour to 
the Mind. 

After an Absence of five months, I returned to England, 
leaving my Companion at Paris. Constant Anxiety made me 
restless and impatient. The Place I was not in seemed always 
preferable to my Actual Situation. I felt that I was a burthen 
to my Friends as well as to myself. But the generous heart of 
D’Oyley never failed me. He hardly had a Thought, a Word, 
or Action, that was not directed to do me Service. We imme- 
diately agreed that all former Schemes or Views, in the political 
line were to be buried in Oblivion ; that my Certainty of a Seat 
in Parliament was to be made as public as possible, and in the 
meantime that I was to ....... . 

Soon after my return, I went to Bath to see and take a final 
leave of my good Father. A Succession of paralytic Strokes had 
gradually destroyed his Faculties, and ruined a noble Consti- 
tution. I found him reduced to a State lower than Infancy, 
and insensible even to the pleasure of seeing a Son he adored. 
May I never exhibit so melancholy a sight ; or may they who 


^ D’Oyly, however, did obtain the seat for Wareham. I presume, there- 
fore, Francis only alludes to some delay. 
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beliold me, look forwa^b as I do, with Tenderness and Sym- 
path}^ to their own decline, and to tlic possibility of a similar 
Misfortune! My Father died on the otii of March 1773. I 
have kept all his Letters with several of my own, and earnestly 
desire that they may be preserved for ever in my Family. 

The Hopes of Employment were yet distant and uncertain. 
The Interval was to be amused, and if possible with Credit. 
Mons^ de Pinto’s Essay on Circulation had fallen into my hands 
abroad. I thought I might reap some Benetit from giving a 
Translation of it with Notes to the Public. I went over to the 
Hague in May to consult the Author, who received me with 
Transports of Joy. He was a perfect Atheist, with a most bene- 
volent heart. He was vain of his Book, but had no Notion of 
Fame, except that which he could enjoy in his Lifetime. I had 
a Letter of Introduction from Lord Suffolk to Sir Joseph Yorke, 
the Prince of Coxcombs. It was the time of the Fair, so I 
passed a Week tolerably well between • . , Jews and 
Gentiles. The Work was nearly finished, when I was called 
upon to act. . . . Upon accepting my present Appoint- 

ment, I surrendered all my Papers to Stephen Baggs, in whose 
name the Translation has been published. 

But neither this nor any other Occupation was sufficient to 
defend me from Fits of Despondence. It was in vain to shut 
my Eyes to my Situation. Wherever I went or whatever I did, 
the Spectre haunted and pursued me. Mr. Alexander Mack- 
rabie was lately returned from America. He had purchased a 
thousand Acres for me in Pennsylvania, w^here I meant to secure 
a retreat for myself or my Family, if ever England should cease 
to be the Seat of Freedom. The question, now seriously agi- 
tated in my Mind, was whether I ought not to transplant myself 
at once, and take Possession of this Establishment before my 
little capital was exhausted. This was actually the subject of a 
dismal Conversation between Macki^abie and me, on the fourth 
of J une, when we accidentally met a Gentleman in the Park, 
who informed me that John Oholwell, one of the intended Com- 
missioners for India, had declined the Nomination. I imme- 
diately went to D’Oyley, who wrote to Grey Cooper. It was 
the King’s Birthday and Barrington was gone to Court. I 
saw him the next morning; as soon as I had explained my Views 
to him, he wrote the handsomest and strongest Letter imagi- 
nable in my favour to Lord North. Other Interests con- 
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trihuted, but I o\ye my success to Lord Barrmgtou. It was 
remarkably fortunate for me that Cholwell had deferred his 
Eesignatiou to so late a Day. The Regulation Bill had been 
some days before the House of Commons. If the Minister had 
had more time to look about hiin^ I should probably have been 
defeated by some Superior Interest. He sent for me on Tues- 
day the 8th of JunOj and with a multitude of flattering Expres- 
sions desired my leave to recommend me to Parliament to be 
one of the Council Greneral at Bengal, in addition to Mr. 
Hastings, General Clavering, Colonel Monson, and Mr, Barwell. 
From the Tenor of his Discourse 1 conceived an Idea of the 
intended Bill, very different from the Truth. I conceived that 
we were to be armed with extraordinary Powers to correct 
enormous Abuses. If such Abuses did not exist, the Inter- 
position of Parliament invading the positive Eights . . . 

. . . . Fortune, he w^as true to himself. Such a Man will 

be true to his friend. He cut his Throat a few months after I 
left England.^ This was the Effect of Distemper. When I 
see the Mind of such a Man so governed by his Body, what am 
I to think of the Machine 1 

Ten months elapsed between the passing of the Regulation 
Bill and our departure for India. A great part of this Interval 
w^as lost in mere Inactivity. The rest was employed in debates 
and Intrigues at the India House. The Duke of Richmond and 
George Johnstone, at the head of a numerous Party went every 
possible length to retard, embarrass, and disgrace us. In the 
Event, however, they wore out their real strength, by mixing 
Passion in their debates, where nothing but the public Good 
should have been protest, and by obstinately disputing little 
points. The numbers they shewed in the Ballot against General 
Clavering, plainly demonstrated the power of the Party, if they 
had had prudence enough not to exert it but upon questions of 
Importance. In consequence of very injudicious Management, 
they were not able, at several of the last general Courts, to 
muster above thirty or forty voices, whereas, at the Ballot 
against General Clavering, they had voted above Three hundred. 
The Duke was vehement and unguarded in his Speeches, but the 
Newspapers often attributed more to him than he said. Some 
Refi.ections on General Clavering’s Character, supposed to have 


^ Lord CHve. 
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been delivered by the Duke, produced a Challenge from the Grene- 
ral. The Challenge produced a disavowal of the Words. This 
Event did not tend to conciliate the affections of our Opponents. 
On the other side, the Minister not only had not a Majority in the 
Court of Directors, but could not rely even upon the few, who pro- 
fessed to be attached to him. When those shameful Instructions 
were produced, on which I gave him my Opinion at large, he 
had not Interest enough to get them altered, and was afraid to 
bring the Affairs of the India Company again into Parliament. 
Colonel Monson had private reasons of Disgust, and wished to 
get rid of the business at any rate. General Clavering appeared 
to be very uncertain whether he should act under such instruc- 
tions or not, and dropped hints of resigning. Lord North was 
equally weary of hearing objections, and alarmed at the stile in 
which they were made. Provided he could once dispatch us 
out of England, I believe he cared but little what became of us 
afterw^ards. To a man behind the Curtain, it is really pitiful to 
observe in what manner the affairs of a great Nation are con- 
ducted. At last, however, all Difficulties were surmounted, if 
not removed ; — that is, Objections, which could not he answered, 
were undervalued. The Solicitor General did not scruple to 
tell us that, iu spite of our Instructions, when once we were in 
India, we might act as we thought proper; and indeed, it must 
be admitted, that, considering the uniform Conduct of the Com- 
pany’s former 

The Prospect now before the Governor General and Council 
of Bengal is by no means flattering. A great and important 
Trust appears to be reposed in us, when in fact, unless we 
hazard the Consequences of assuming an Authority which strictly 
does not belong to us, we do not within ourselves possess the 
n3ieans of doing either Good or Evil. Since the Interposition of 
the Legislature was first deemed necessary to save the East 
India Company from ruin, the Powers, intended to be annexed 
to this Commission, have been so strangely qualified, cor- 
rected and reduced, not only by the Company’s Instructions, 
but by the King’s Charter establishing a Supreme Court of 
Judicature at Fort William (of which, being an Act of the 
Crovrn, we have so much the greater reason to complain), that 
very little of the original Idea of Government, in altering the 
Constitution of the Company, seems to be left at present, nor is 
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it easy to say what is the clear distinct Object of our Mission, 
or what is the Nature of the Services expected from us. 

We are to collect and manage the Eevenues of Bengal ; but 
the Board of Trade may draw every Eupee out of the Treasury ; 
and the Court of Judicature, by awarding Damages to the 
Natives against our Collectors, may render it impracticable for 
us to collect the Eevenues in the only way in which they ever 
were or can be collected in that Country. 

The other Presidencies are not to make W^ar or Peace with- 
out our consent ; yet a special Order from the Court of Directors 
makes that Consent unnecessary ; and tho’ it was evidently 
the view of the Legislature to unite the whole Force of the 
British Empire in India into one System of Policy, that wise 
purpose will be defeated, whenever the opinion of the Court of 
Directors, with respect to the expediency of a Commencement 
or Cessation of Hostilities in any particular Presidency, shall 
diifer from ours. 

We are to reform abuses; yet, tho’ we are the Executive 
Power of the State, there is a considerable number of the Com- 
pany’s principal Servants, whom, we have no discretionary 
Power to remove or suspend, and who may continue in OfBces 
of high Trust, unless their Offences fall within the reach of the 
Law, and can be proved according to the strict forms of a Court 
of Justice. 

We are vested with the whole Civil and Military Power of 
Bengal, yet, by our Instructions we are confined to observe the 
strict Eule of Bank and Seniority in filling up all Vacancies 
whatsoever, — so that Parliament and the Company between 
them have constituted us a Government without the Power of 
Eewards or Punishments. In the History of Mankind there is 
not an Example of such an Institution. 

We are the Executive Power of the State, yet the Power of 
reprieving or executing Convicts is lodged with the Court that 
gives the Sentence. We are not trusted with the Exercise of 
Mercy, possessed by our Predecessors. We can neither stop a 
Prosecution nor pardon after Conviction. Even the office of 
recommending to the royal Mercy is reserved to the Court of 
Judicature. 

We are the Legislative Power of the State, yet, our Laws are 
not valid, unless they are approved and confirmed by the Court 
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of Judicature. The Wisdom of the English Constitution care- 
fully separates the Judicial and Legislative Powers. In Bengal 
they will be in a great measure united in the same hands. 

When we see the present Grovernment of Bengal, which 
(considering the Occasion of its Appointment and the high 
Authority under which it acts), ought to have been invested 
with new and extraordinary Powers, in effect disarmed of those 
ordinary Powers which are incident and essential to the Con- 
stitution of every Grovernment, it may be thought frivolous or 
superfluous to cavil at Eegulations which seem only to affect 
our personal Consequence and Dignity. Yet since in all Coun- 
tries, and in the East more especially, the Authority of the 
Euler and the obedience of the subject depend much on Opinion, 
and since Opinion is chiefly determined by Appearances, we 
have Eeason, in a public view, to remonstrate against the De- 
gradation we suffer by the Eule of Precedence established in 
the Charter of Justice. 

The Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Judicature, who 
is not a member of the Council, immediately takes place of all 
those Persons, except the Governor, to whom the Eegency of the 
Country is committed ; and the same Pre-eminence is secured 
to the present Puisne Judges over those who shall succeed us 
in the Council. The natural Conclusion, in the Mind of the 
Native, must be, that the Judicial is the first Power, and the 
Judges the first Persons in the State. This is not a principle 
admitted in any other Government ; and least of all should it 
have been adopted in a Government, where the Executive 
Branch has in fact no real Power to compensate for a Diminu- 
tion of Dignity and Appearance. 

But when all the objections to the plan and construction of 
the Bill are considered, I see none so powerful and judicious as 
one stated by the dissenting Lords, in their protest of the 11th 
of June 1773, viz. — ^ W'e think ourselves bound to declare 
^ against the manifest Contradiction and Absurdity of this Bill, 

^ which, stating Abuses as now existing in India for the Ground 
^ of its Eegulations, yet appoints the very Persons to preside 
there, who, if the Allegations in the Bill be true, must be 
^ concerned either by Neglect or actual Commission, in all the 
^ abuses complained of.’ 

The person who drew up this protest, I presume, knew some- 
thine^ more of Hastin^cs and Barwell than we do. 
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No. II. 

lioiujh Notes htj Mr. Paries on the Maiiuscripts of the 
'■ Private Letters of Junius to Woodfall,’ and other 
Woodf all Papers. (Seep. 199.) 

Before returuiiig Mr. Woodfall the tin box of all the 
Junius extant manuscripts, six months and more in my 
possession.^ 

1. All the MSS. and the divers con'octions of the press 
in the extant Letters are in one and the same handwriting; 
and that in that of Sir Philij) Francis. All the arbitrary 
marks are his, and contemporaneously the same as Sir 
Philip’s cori’cctions in his own copies of the contemporary 
bookseller’s re-publication of the Junius’ Letters. 

2. The fictitious writing varies between No. 1, 20 April, 
1769, and the last MS. letter 13 January, 1773, no doubt 
according to leisure or pressure of time in writing, 
materials of manipulation, place, convenience, and instru- 
ments of 'ivriting, or as in one instance (of the lost but 
engraved letter No. 6) according to sobriety ! And see 
Sir Philip's specimen of the same ‘ loose ’ hand in one 
letter to Mrs. Francis, in which letter he intimates that 
though not drunk he is not sober ! 

MSS. answering to ‘ Private letters ’ in WoodfaU’s ed. 
of Junius (1812). 


^ They were subsequently purchased bv Mr 
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1 . — NTo day or date,^ nor any identity of time of witing. 
It is a slip of War OfiBce folio paper, by waterlines of one inch 
and a half (rather more), signed C. The postscript is in the 
corner of the scrip — rather smaller writing than the body. The 
handwriting is fictitiously upright, smaller than his after hand, 
but disguised, palpably Sir P’s. 

Cover, if correctly given, posted and post marked, directed 
^Mr. Woodfall, Printer, Paternoster Eow;’ and in a more 
anonymous and different, and earlier hand of Francis. 

2. — A note sheet, small, made out of thinner paper ; no 
watermark ; paper, no War Office identity, and apparently on a 
sort of waste or rough copy ; cheaper paper. Handwriting easy, 
not regular Junius’ disguised hand ; not particularly upright, 
but Francis’s hand palpably. 

Not dated more than ^ Friday.’ No cover. The note 
written longitudinally ; C. disguised hand, same as No. 1 ; some 
capitals common : whether waxed or watered doubtful, remains so 
small (apparently and probably wax) ; no impression remaining. 
May or may not have been in a posted envelope, or put in at 
the City or Grray’s Court office by hand. Note, The file of the 
P. Adventurer proves the date within a day at most. Directed, 
^ Mr. Woodfall,’ ^ to he opened by yourself only,^ 

No. 3. — A note paper, probably cut from War Office paper, 
by watermark lines^ small disguised but less later Junius’ hand. 

No direction to Woodfall ; marked on outside ^ Private pro- 
bably an envelope, whether posted or hand delivered unknown. 
Note wafered, with large (like official) wafers; dated on ^ Satur- 
day.’ No date, only ^ Saturday,^ Marked outside, private. 

No. 4. — On small 4to paper, apparently a half folio War 
Office paper then in use, doubled into small 4to, and War Office 
watermark, ' cut in half at the watermark. On outside no 
direction, only ^ private f no wafer or seal mark; whether by 
post or hand can’t be known. First clear marks of Francis’ 
hand. The Latin quotation palpably Francis’ hand. No date 
whatever. Marked outside, ^ private^ 

No. 5. — On War Office gilt-edged 4to writing paper, War 
Office watermark. No date, except ^ Friday night folded as a 

^ Few of these private notes are dated. The dates in the editions of 
Junius were presunaahly added by Mr. Woodfall. 
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letter, liglitly waxed impression purposely obscure — ^begins ^ i 
have.’ Directed, ^Mr. Woodfall, pnvateJ" No postmark, or 
exterior envelope identifiable. 

No. 6. — A note of Woodfall’s or Groode, ^ Lent to Duppa (in 
pencil), in ink, and never returned.’ This note, however, is 
luckily copper-plated in the Woodfall 1812 three vol. ed., 
and was in a loose, less disguised hand than any other of 
these singular autographs, being probably penned on a Sunday, 
perhaps late; the writer was Afresh.’ And see a letter of 
Francis to his wife, of exactly same varied hand, wherein he 
says he was not drunk and not sober. And the War Office 
records abound with similar loose or careless slanting hand- 
writing of Francis. 

Whether dated, or enveloped, or on what paper, can’t be 
known — unless the autograph letter (as probable) some day 
comes to light in private possession or sale. I have tried in vain 
to trace it through Duppa’s relatives. 

No. 7 is a posted, postmarked letter, marked in letter de- 
liverer’s or postmaster’s MS., name outside, ^ Lanemand,’ or 
some such name. Obliterated coronet wux seal (Barrington’s), 
and impression stamped with a watch-key or blunt point. En- 
velope quarter of a folio sheet. War Office paper, and divided 
watermark ditto. Folded 4to. Inside letter a small 4to, folded 
War Office folio, and ditto, but different watermark. Only 
dated, ^ Wednesday 

No. 8. — Half a sheet of false note paper, not to be identified 
as War Office, but apparently so. No day or date. Directed 
in one of Francis’ peculiar kvrcjer hands, ^ To Mr. Woodfall 
no cover, nor wax or wafer ; must have gone in an envelope. 

No. 9. — No date, only Friday night written (not note 
ways), on half 4to sheet. War Office watermark, divided by 
knife or scissors — apparently a folio half-sheet of War Office 
paper, doubled 4to. The first bold Junius’ fictitious hand, and 
wide lined, two-thirds of an inch between lines. 

No. 10. — ^War Office watermark — the larger office folio paper, 
half a sheet made into large 4to full sheet. ^ Thursday night,’ 
no other date, folded as a usual letter, waxed, seal partially pre- 
served — remains not one-eighth of an inch, and never full im- 
pression apparently, Eemarkably bold clear hand. More pal- 
pably Francis’ hand than any preceding. No postmark. 
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No. 11. — Cut half folio War Office 4to page. War Office cut 
in two, watermark. No day or date. No direction, cover or post- 
mark, hut (apparently) in old WoodfalPs hand, endorsed, ^ private 
letters,’ ^Junius.’ 

Another also marked 11. Postmarked^ and the real one. 
No date. C. 

War Office, gilt-edged. 4to paper. 

No. 12.— 

No. 13. — War Office gilt-edged full 4to letter paper — water- 
mark full. Only dated ^ Thursday black waxed down inside 
folding and apparently only wafered. No post-mark — direction, 
E'er Mr. Woodfall, Printer, Paternoster Eow.’ Wax smudged. 

No. 14. — A slip, 6 inches long by 4-| inches wide ; no water- 
mark ; waterlines of a scrap of War Office folio paper ; appa- 
rently Woodfall had cut the original paper, as at back is a 
direction cut, the remains, — ^ oodfalV No day, date, or cover. 

No, 15. — 4to sheet of War Office gilt-edged paper; no day 
or date ; no postmark : folded as a usual letter. Large and 
double impressed disguised impression seal (probably remains 
of Lord B.’s arms), coronet \ smudged, and inside waxed. — 
Note. Insides evidently waxed to prevent letter being ^ barrelled.’ 
Unsigned. 

No. 16. — Half folio page of War Office paper, made into 4to 
sheet (small); no signature. Outside directed to ^Woodfall, 
Paternoster Eow ; no day or date. Sealed — no impression ; 
intentionally obscured impression. War Office watermark. 

No. 17. — MS. beautifully written (query, at Bath, 26th 
December, 1769); no date; no direction; no day; no cover. 
Quarter of a folio War Office paper, and watermark cut. 
Pencil note that it must have been written about the time of 
the prosecution of Woodfall’s father, which the context proves, 
though exact date unascertainable. 

No. 18. — Posted and postmarked ; ^ Mr, Woodffili, printer, 
Paternoster Eow;’ waxed and obscured; ‘punched.’ Blank 
4to half- sheet; envelope, 5-inch War Office folio slip: partial 
cut watermark. No date ; no signature or initial. 

No. 19.— -No date or day, nor direction ; half a folio War 
Office watermarked paper, folded into small note paper. 

Exact date (beginning of February, 1770) must be doubtful, 
though probably correct. 

No. 20. — A quarter of a half folio page only ; no date ; no 
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direction ; no cover. War Office paper ; a fragment of War 
Office watermark left, at bottom of the scrap — not above quarter 
of an inch. 

No. 21. — 4to gilt-edged War Office letter paper, and War 
Office watermark. 

Plrst post-onarkecl and posted letter to ^Mr. Woodfall, Printer, 
Paternoster Eow.’ ^ Saturday no date. Waxed inside and 
outside ; seal outside flattened purposely. 

Nos. 21, 22 (marked probably 22, 23). — A scrap — part of 
folio ; fragment of War Office paper and watermark. Dated 
^ Sunday ’ only ; no cover, and no direction. 

No. 23. — Posted and postmarked ; fragment of direction 
only, but certain posted, by postmark date. War Office water- 
mark and waterline. Wax seal ; disguised. ^ Friday noon ’ 
only. 4to from folio half page. 

No. 24, — Half a sheet of 4to War Office gilt-edged letter- 
paper (outside page). No date; no signature. Marked outside 
^ Private.^ This is in the rimning Francis’ private hand; but 
evidently his and Junius’ by the marks. ^ Private ’ (flying 
hand). 

No. 25. — A scrap single note paper, from folio paper; no 
watermark, but waterlines War Office apparently. Dated only 
^ Wednesday night.’ No envelope ; but see vol. i. p. 215, for 
Endorsement. Signed ^ C.’ Outside — ^ The inclosed strikes 
deeper than you imagine.’ The i ’ an unfinished afterthought 
also, but finished outside. 

No. 26. — Half a sheet of note-paper. ^ Friday, 1 o’clock.’ 
No direction, envelope, or postmark ; no watermark ; apparent 
fragment of War OiEce folio paper. Paper lined * W.O.’ 

No. 27. — ^Posted; postmarked paid. Postmarks (two) illegi- 
ble. Paper, War Office ; no watermark, but War Office lines ; 
half a folio sheet, doubled (and cut less) into 4to sheet. * I 
have rec^ y%’ &c. No day or date. Smudged seal — unde- 
cipherable. 

No. 28. — ^No date, day, or signature. One of the first Junius’ 
fine fictitious handwriting. War Office folio paper and water- 
mark, made into small rough-edged 4to. Seal quite obscured 
(fragment seal). 

No. 29. — ^Posted; postmarked ^31 Jan. 177 . Woodfall.’ 
War Office folio paper; watermarked. Half made into 4to 
letter-paper. Seal. 
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No. 30. — ‘ Tuesday noon.’ Half a page of note-paper ; no 
watermark ; War Office paper, by waterlines. No envelope or 
direction. 

No. 31. — Slip — an inch and half of folio ; watermark ; War 
Office paper ; no day, or date, or envelope. (x4.pparent haste, 
and written after some notice of newspaper signal ?) 

No. 32. — Half note-paper; no date except ^Monday;’ War 
Office folio paper ; a small fragment of War Office watermark 
of folio lined paper. No ascertainable envelope. 

No. 33, — Half-sheet of War Office watermarked folio paper ; 
no day or date; marked outside ^Private.'' ^It will be, &c.’ 
No envelope ; line bold Junius’ hand. 

No. 34. — 3-inch slip of folio War Office lined paper. ^Friday 
noon’ only. No envelope ; a darker after-ink. 

No. 35. — Half note-paper ; slip of War Office folio paper ; 
no date, except at bottom ^ Thursday.'' No postmark ; hand 
delivery ; seal obscure ; pajper of envelope unknown. 

No. 36. — No day or date ; no envelope ; a note sheet of 
War Office folio paper ; the watermark cut, but part extant. 

No. 37. — No day or date ; a cross cut of folio waterlined 
War Office paper ; lined ; no watermark ; no envelope. 

No. 38. — No day or date, or signature, or initial ; cross half- 
sheet note-paper (scrap) ; a fragment of War Office watermark; 
no signature or initial. the^^ &c. 

No. 39.— Scrap of two inches, and more, cut from folio War 
Office paper, with small fragment in corner of its watermark. 
Envelope apparently half a sheet of gilt-edged 4to War Office 
paper ; seal obscured, and not distinguishing. ^ Yours,’ &c. 
outside ; following, to ^ The Printer of the Public Advertiser,’ 
in Junius’ hand ; M4 March.’ 

No. 40. — War Office folio, cut into half-sheet of small 4to. ; 
War Office watermark partly left. The above,’ &c. ; no enve- 
lope. «ForMr. W; 

No. 41. — One half-folio War Office sheet (not the watermarked 
half) ; lined ; doubled into a 4to sheet, and letter written not 
on first page, but within ; no day or date. Superscription ; 
evidently hand-delivered, unless post envelope. Seal palpably 
obscured ; indeed, stamped by a blunt instrument. 

Directed — ^ Mr. Woodfall. Private and particular.’ 

No. 42. — Posted; postpaid; postmark evidently the month 
of November. A folio half-sheet of W^'ar Office watermarked 
paper, folded into a small 4to sheet ; rough edges. Little post- 
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mark, ^Six o’cl. letter carrier, ^ Hay.’ Sealed; seal not 
recognisable, apparently a man’s head in armour, but impres- 
sion is ^stumped’ by some blunt instrument. 

No. 43. — No day or date ; two-thirds of a folio half-sheet, 
written fully, but doubled down as a note, and marked only 
^ Private.^ War Office paper, folio, and full middle watermark. 
Bold and careful writing, but smaller than usual. (Inserted in 
the ^Public Advertiser,’ 13th November 1771.) 

No. 44. — Full date^ ‘27 Nov. 1770.’ Woodfall, Jun.’s pencil 
notes, "^this date should be 1771;’ ‘the,’ &c. A bit of folio, 
about two-fifths ; a fragment of War Office watermark ; folio 
War Office lined paper. ‘ D. G.,’ not ‘ David Gaiaick and just 
above two carefully erased and paper-scratched outlines, quite 
illegible. Paper scratched thin by knife or other means in 
erased two lines. 

No. 45. — Eelating to the proofs of the author’s edition. No 
envelope, date, or direction. Written on half of a page of 
folio ; War Office watermark and paper, with mark entire. 

No. 46. — No envelope ; no day or date. Half of a 4to War 
Office folio paper, and its watermark, partial fragment. (Noble 
specimen of hand.) 

No. 47. — Ditto, ditto in all respects. Watermark, fragment. 

No. 48. — Half a 4to page ; thinner paper, and no distinctive 
War Office paper, nor any watermark. 

Date, ‘ 6 Jan. ’72,’ in darker ink, and different tint to body 
of letter. Query. Is this paper not that of his London written 
letters ? It so looks, and that he was away from Town.^ The 
ink, paper, and writing also vary from his London modes, except 
his dating the letter as above. 

Note. The envelope is London War Office half 4to sheet and 
watermark fragment. No postmark ; only dmected — ‘ To Mr. 
W'oodfall, Printer, in Paternoster Eow.’ Seal palpably messed. 

No. 49.— No date except ^ Saturday.’ A posted, postmarked 
letter directed to ‘^Woodfall, printer &c., Paternoster Eow.’ 
Written on half folio War Office watermarked paper, doubled 
into 4to sheet. Pale ink. 

No. 50. — ^No date or day ; bit of 5-inch cut of folio ; W’^ater- 
lined War Office folio paper; no watermark; no signature. 
Stronger ink. 

No, 51. — Posted ; post marked* {Alarmed.) Only dated on 


^ He was at Bath fsee p. 271). 
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‘ Saturday.’ (Noted by Woodfall, Jim. See ^ Answers to Cor- 
respondents/ January 20, 1772.) Half folio. War Office water- 
mark, made into 4to sheet. Large official wafer, same exactly as 
War Office ! 

No. 52. — No day, or date, or envelope. Woodfall or Goode’s 
pencilled note outside clearly only noted it as ^ about 1772,’ 
which doubtless it was, and in January, The hiatus is ^ Bloody 
WEETCH BaREINGTON.’ 

No initial or signature ; half a note-sheet of apparent War 
Office folio, fragment cut ; no watermark, but War Office water- 
lined. 

No. 53. — On a 4to sheet, folded out of a half folio War Office 
sheet; posted and post marked; black waxed; directed to 
^ Mr. Woodfall, Paternoster Eow.’ Seal disguised — flattened ; 
insides also waxed. No day, date, or initial, or signature. 

No. 54. — No date — ^ Monday ’ only ; first word of three lines. 
No signature or initial. 4to sheet of half folio, and another, 
War Office watermark and waterlined. Postmark, ^ 12 o’cL G.’ 
Penny paid apparently ^Monday.’ Eed sealed; palpably key- 
stamped out impression. Directed to ^Woodfall, Printer, P. E. 

No. 55. — ‘ Monday night.’ 4to sheet of War Office half 
folio sheet, c. watermark perfect. Pencilled ^ about 17 Feb. 
1772.’ Sealed; keyed out. 

No. 56. — 6-inch scrap of War Office folio paper ; no water- 
mark, but same waterlined ; no day or date. Postscript hiatus, 
that ‘bloody wretch.^ No envelope. 

No. 57. — Half a sheet of folio War Office watermarked, water- 
lined paper. Letter written within side, natural side blank. 

Posted and postmarked; postmarks illegible (Thrale?) Black 
waxed ; impression disguised. Directed ^ Mr. W., Printer, 
P. Eow.’ 

No. 58. — A different War Office watermark. 4to sheet, made 
out of half folio ; no date ; ^ Tuesday.’ Posted and postmarked ; 
postday illegible, except ^paid’ (as all). Black waxed, appa- 
rently by a wafer seal. No initial, date, or signature. Directed 
^ To Mr. Woodfall, Printer, Paternoster Eow.’ The pencil note 
on this renders the date quite uncertain, unless the ‘^P. A.’ 
can fix it. 

No. 59. — Watermark no longer War Office. In a 4to sheet ; 
posted; postmark partially left. No seal or wax (gone a 
little) ; directed as always to * P. Eow.’ ^ Thursday ’ only. 
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Latin quotation^ in exact hand of Francis. Letter lapped inside. 
War Office watermark. 

No. 60. — Folio half-sheet, 4to’d. Water and line water not 
War Office (doubtful paper). Eed wax sealed; key stamped 
out. 12 o’clock postmark ; posted and postmarked ^ L A (?) 
before. War Office watermark. 

No. 61. — Blank covei'^ posted; postmarked cover, red wax 
head (copied). Slip of folio War Office paper, watermarked — 
no watermark. Two inches only. 

No. 62. — An inch only of War Office folio water Imed paper; 
apparent cover probably sent with MS, Cover oblong, about 
7 inches ; thin ; rather broken in parts by wear ; no postmark 
on any of the larger bulk remaining ; probably delivered by 
hand, as over post weight. Seal nearly perfect; apparently 
No. 3 in engraved seals. 

No. 63. — Posted and postmarked letter, by London penny 
post; cramped Junius date, after beginning letter, in close 
margin, ^ 19 Jan,^ &c. His final autograph letter. New 
mode of parenthesis. No time mark remaining. Less Junius 
fictitious hand, smaller, but same. 4to ; apparently a 4to folded 
lialf folio, and same watermark. ^ Mr. Woodfall, printer, 
Paternoster Eow.’ Watered. 

N.B. — All the letters to Woodfall are folded in the exact 
same form his contemporaneous posted letters are to Mi'S. 
Francis. 

No, 64. — Henry Sampson WoodfalFs letter to Junius. This 
letter is evidently the original letter of the printer to Junius. 
It is sealed with his family seal ; has been opened. It must 
have been reclaimed by the writer. It is directed, ^ For Mr. 
F. H.’ The seal is apparently a fox’s head ; I think a crest of 
a female branch of the Woodfall family. F. may be assuredly 
thought to denote the surname initial of Francis, but it is 
almost certainly that of Mr. Fretley, and was, probably, almost 
certainly, by the correspondence, sent to the * Fretley’ direction. 
Not claimed ; Woodfall probably ^ recouped’ it. 

N.B. — Mr. Dilke is of my opinion, and had noted the above 
facts in his ^ Notitia.’ 

The Title of the Author’s Edition. 

Woodfall sent Junius a proof of a first title, in type, not 
engraved title, Junius returned the proof, with a note at back 
of proof title : 



380 


APPENDIX. 


‘ I think a plate would look handsome thus — 

All these are miserable.’ (As though other specimens had 
been sent by Woodfall^ and returned by Junius with this 
observation.) 

Note. The proofs of the author’s edition (1771-2) are all 
corrected;, and the notes in MS., by Junius himself; evidently 
by the corrector arbitrarily and on the spur of the moment — 
not by any copyist. 

The dedication and preface are all in his, the same exclusive 
handwriting. They are evidently clean copied by the writer 
(not the one only original MS.) ; but the copies are so altered 
in sense and after copy as to demonstrate that the copyist was 
the author himself, and that he improved his composition by 
corrections, or rather by additions in the copy. 

Moreover, all have the numerous and arbitrary marks, as 
corrections, of P. Francis — the % the v — and divers other indi- 
vidual marks; and the same as in his own printed corrected 
copies of Junius. 

Also, the paper of the dedication and preface is War Office 
folio; two distinct and the same watermarks and waterlines 
being in every single page ; the half pages answering. 

Scotus. — MS. all extant, in clear but more than ordinary 
smaller hand than usual in Junius ; closer lined. Half a sheet of 
folio ; War Office watermark and lined ; no assignable envelope. 

The proof-sheets of the author’s two volume edition, and the 
notes in MS., alone incontestably show that Junius was his own 
copyist. The sense and arrangement of sentences, transpositions, 
and deles, demonstrate that the composer wrote all such emen- 
dations. The handwriting is often less disguised, i. e. more 
careless and natural, especially in occasional corrections of 
numbers of the P. Adventurer ’ (used as copy), and in the 
figures of the manuscript dates. Also, all the arbitrary marks 
of correction — carets, addenda, asterisks, &c. — are palpably 
those of Sir Philip Francis, not only as used by him habitually 
in the War Office, but in his private letters at the period. 

The poem ^ Harry and Nan’ also, in similar respects, is 
equally the same as MS. poetry of Sir P. Francis, contemporary. 

J. Paekes. 
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No. in. 

MemoeanbAj 1 September^ 1857, of Conversation witli 
*old Miss Woodfall (cet 89), of Dean’s Yard, Westminster, 
surviving child of H. S. Woodfall, proprietor and printer 
of the ‘ Public Advertiser’ in the period of Junius’ 
Letters. 

Miss Woodfall has always resided, of late years, with her 
present surviving nephew, Mr. Henry Dick Woodfall, printer, 
in Dean’s Yard. I had known her for two years past, and dining 
occasionally with her nephew. Her faculties are perfect, ex- 
cepting a slight deafness. She is a clever, educated old maid, 
of singular vivacity and physical health, taking daily walking- 
exercise alone, and attending Morning Prayers in Westminster 
Abbey daily. 

Miss Woodfall’s memory is perfect on sxibjects past as well as 
present. I called to-day chiefiy to get information on some 
dates respecting her own family. She told me that she was born 
on the 8th October, 1768, at ; the year of publication 

of the first Junius’ Letters. Her grandfather, Henry Woodfall, 
was a printer, and first founded the newspaper. He died in 
middle life. Her father, the succeeding printer and part pro- 
prietor of the journal, printed and published it in premises at 
the corner of Ivy Lane, Paternoster Eow. His name was Henry 
Sampson Woodfall, — Sampson the maiden name of his mother. 
He died 12th December, 1805, aged about 66. He was first 
educated at near London, and subsequently was placed 

in St. Paul’s School, Miss Woodfall says he was a particularly 
intelligent, well-informed man, for Ms times; that when he 
entered St. Paul’s School, he was a proficient in all the usual 
elementary knowledge taught in the latter public school, and 
that he used to sav that in truth he had acquired little at St. 
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Paul’s beyond the acquirements he took there. She says that 
her father had a younger broth er, William Woodfall, who was 
also a printer, and who set up the ^Morning Chronicle/ (?) 
that her father did not consider himself well used by the 
rivalry of such latter journal, but so particularly attached 
was her father to her uncle, that the circumstance never inter- 
rupted their strong fraternal attachment. That her uncle 
William was the well-known first good reporter of Parliamentary 
Debates, that he reported exclusively from memory, that she 
remembers when she was young her uncle would come into the 
house where she resided near the Houses, and write his reports 
in the family sitting-room, that she recollects some of the young 
people talking and laughing, and her saying, ^ Shall we not dis- 
turb you, uncle,’ and he said, ^ No, I don’t care for your noise ; 
talk on as you like.’ 

Her father died 12th December, 1805. From all conversa- 
tions she had with him, or was present at, she is certain that 
her father was altogether ignorant of the authorship of the 
Junius’ Letters, and up to the period of his death she never 
recollects any suspicion in any quarter that Sir Philip P’rancis 
was the writer of, or conceimed in, those Letters. Nor did she 
recollect ever having seen Sir Philip Francis in her father’s 
house, but she thinks that she generally knew that Mr. Francis 
was a public man known to her father, or rather that she may 
have heard her father mention his name. She had heard dis- 
cussions before her father on the mystery of the Junius’ author- 
ship, and the claims of divers public men discussed by him or 
by others in his company, but she feels confident that her father 
had no preponderating suspicion of the real author, though he 
may at different times have considered that circusmtances and 
evidence pointed strongly or weakly to this public or literary 
m.an or the other. 

Henry Sampson’s elder son, her brother, died 22nd December, 
1844, aged 78. She had a second, a younger brother, Henry, 
^Secretary to the London Assurance Company, He was an in- 
telligent well-informed man, and when superannuated received 
600?. per annum from liis company. 

She thinks, from memory, that the ^ Public Advertiser’ was 
given up after a fire at the Ivy Lane Printing Office, and that 
it was merged in another journal called the ^ Oracle.’ 



.iPPENDIX. 


383 


In fact, she expressed her opinion tha.t the different members 
of her family never had any more knowledge of the mystery 
and true authorship of Junius than the public, and no materials 
of discovery, except so far as her father’s possession of certain, 
of the MSS. and private anonymous correspondence afforded ; 
and which MSS. descended to her brother George, and subse- 
quently to her now living nephew, H. D. WoodfalL 

J. Pauxes. 
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No. IV. 

The follo'vving paper of Eemarks on Junius is printed 
from one contained in a letter-book of Sir Philip Francis, 
Avritten in his best clerical hand, and indorsed, ‘ Copied 
from a very loose incorrect paper of Dr. Francis,' pro- 
bably written in the year 1772. Bound up with it is a 
foul draft in the hand of Dr. Francis himself. (See p. 320.) 

It is plain from the last paragraphs that the Doctor’s 
suspicions pointed to Edmund Burke as the author of 
Junius ; and various passages in his son’s correspondence 
show that he endeavoured to create this belief in the minds 
of his acquaintances. (See p. 220, 243.) The earliest 
published disavowal by Burke is contained in a letter to 
Charles Townshend, of November 24, 1771 {Burke's Cor- 
respondence) : — ‘ I have, I dare say, to nine-tenths of my 
acquaintance, denied my being the author of Junius, or 
liaving any knowledge of the author, as often as the thing 
was mentioned, whether in jest or earnest, in style of dis- 
approbation or compKment. ... I now give you my 
word and honour that I know not the author of that 
paper, and I authorise you to say so.’ 

When Mr. Almon published the Letters of Atticris, Lucius, 
and Junius, collected from our newspapers, I bought them with 
impatience, and read them with all that admiration which they 
truly deserve. Yet, although I am perfectly convinced that a 
liberal^ intention of preserving them from the daily mortality of 
our newspapers, was the sole motive that engaged him to pub- 
lish them, I cannot submit, without a little reluctance, to the 
critical licentiousness (pardon a little honest warmth) with 
which he hath presumed to correct and alter the sacred text of 
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these papers, which he hath himself now consecrated to immor- 
tality. Let no man imagine that I dare accuse him of partiality 
in the choice of his authors ; but is it not an indignity, justly to 
be lamented, to the glorious cause in which we are engaged, 
that only three of our numerous, indeed almost numberless, 
writers are sufficiently animated by the sacred spirit to be dis- 
tinguished from the common herd of our political scribblers? Is 
not this distinction a tacit acknowledgment that all the rest, 
however they are signatured by the greatest names of Grreece 
and Eome, are only a parcel of miserable men of genius, or 
patriots out of place, who wish once more to serve their country? 
Are these enough to transmit to the future sons of liberty, the 
characters of their sires, the great examples of the coming ages, 
as they are the ornaments of the present year; — the guardians 
of our rights, natural, political, and religious, the friends and 
patrons of human k^d, the asserters of the Bill of Eights ? The 
strong emotions with which I read the epistles addressed to Mr. 
Printer, by an Aristides, a Socrates, a Plato, by the temperate 
spirit of an Atticus, or the fiercer virtues of a Brutus, a Cato, 
a Julius, or a Junius, the first tribune of theEoman people, the 
first popular magistrate and patron of their liberty. ( Sic.) Me- 
thinks the ghosts of all the great names of Plutarch’s ^Lives’ are 
rising from the dead to form our expected republic, whether it 
shall be a democracy, an oligarchy, or a military execution. I 
confess I have long expected the letter of a Clement, a Eavaillac, 
a Damiens, a Felton, or a Shepherd, to complete our collection, 
and surely some hold hints from our illustrious writers have 
encouraged the correspondence. 

When I first read the letters of Atticus, I could hardly for- 
bear crying out with old Demea — ^ Not even the Groddess of 
Safety herself, if she took it into her head to make the experi- 
ment, could preserve this nation. But when I laid down the 
book and looked round me to consider the real state of facts, I 
was no longer terrified by this laboured description of our ap- 
proaching dissolution. There is a genius among paintez-s that 
delights in subjects of horror — a storm, a tempest, a shipwreck, 
dogs pulling down a stag, a lion devouring a horse, a Prome- 
theus with his vulture, a St. Lawrence on the gridiron. The 
very fine lines with which Zanga opens the ^ Eevenge,’ ai'e they 
not most applicable to such writers and such painters ? — 
^ Whether first Nature, &c.’ 
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But whatever terrors Atticus had impressed upon my imagi- 
nation were almost totally dissipated by the letters of Lucius. 
The liberty, the fate, the very being and existence of the nation 
now depend upon the dismission of Sir Jeffery Amherst, 
although it survived the dismission of the Duke of Marlborough 
even amidst his victories. But the Letters of Junius restored 
my perfect peace and tranquillity of mind. He is himself my 
great evidence against his own calamitous state of the nation. 
If he was himself convinced of our nearly approaching ruin, if 

he were bravely determined would he have employed 

his great abilities, which he had dedicated to the service and 
preservation of his country, in an uninteresting contest with 
Sir William Draper? Did it require those great abilities to 
charge, and not indirectly charge, that gentleman with perjury? 
Might not this office have been given to some of the clerks of 
the press, employed by ’the proprietors pf our newspapers? 
They would have urged his insinuations, his best and only 
proofs, in stronger expressions, though probably of less classical 
purity ; with less art, perhaps, but with greater force. They 
would have directly called him a villain, a traitor to his friend 
and his country. 

Would he have wasted his precious hours in an unprofitable 
inquiiy into the avarice and personal feelings of th^ Duke of 
Bedford’s heart ? How is the public interested in the first in- 
stance ? Not even in the least degree. How is it affected by 
the Duke of Bedford’s disposal of his private fortune ? Very 
inconsiderab]}^ Junius, who had undertaken of his own mere 
motion ne quid respitblica detrimenti atpiai^ could not have 
suffered his attention to have been diverted from that one great 
object, if indeed he thought it deserved liis attention. Or did 
hethinkit worthy of his acknowledged abilities, as the Heberden 
of the State, to publish a cure for a sore finger amidst the 
raging of a universal plague, or even like ours, an epidemical 
disease ? No, Junius is only playing his well-imagined terrors 
upon us, and we, like children, are terrified at the masque 
which we ourselves have seen him put on. I could here, wuth 
pleasure and gratitude, acknowledge my obligations to this 
writer for the relieving me from the terrors with which the 
letters of Atticus had alarmed me. But I am persuaded that 
Junius and Atticus, yes and Lucius too, are one and the same 
ndividual penman. 
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^ Arduus ad aolem, et linguis micat ore trisiilcis 
Cerberus base ingens latratu regna trifauci 
Personat .... 

I know how uncertain are our best critical conjectures when we 
pronounce upon the style of an author. 

^ I cannot clioose but smile 
When every coxcomb knows me by my style. ^ 

So says Doctor Swift, as justly as humorously. Yet so strong 
is the resemblance between the letters of these three writers, 
that we may be most assured they have only one original author. 
It is the same portrait drawn in ditferent attitudes, and to be 
seen in different lights. The same correctness, perspicuity, and 
elegant simplicity of language, the same arrangement of ideas, 
and form of composition, the same rapidity of thinking, the 
same knowledge of men and characters ; the same spirit of 
patriotism, or, if you will, of opposition; the same sorrowful 
sighing over the approaching ruin of our country ; and the same 
honest indignation against the very same persons, whom they would 
sacrifice as victims to public vengeance, as the sole authors of 
that ruin, do indeed eminently distinguish these letters from all 
others that have been lately addressed to the printers of our 
newspapers. Even Junius, therefore, will permit me to con- 
clude that there are not three writers in the kingdom who can 
pretend to the honour of having written these letters. Yet, if 
there were any crime in writing them, the strong evidence of 
circumstances would in a court of judicature convict our Junius 
of being their author ; for circumstances, as the civilian assures 
us, cannot lie. The same ardour of declamation, the same 
intrepid spirit of asserting, the same unblushing, unembarrassed 
countenance in being detec^ted in a falsehood, the same subtlety 
of disputing, the same art of drawing strong conclusions from 
weak premises, and in spite of the logical maxim negativis pro- 
positionibus nihil concluditvA\ deducing from negative facts the 
most forcible reasoning of affirmation. But the peculiar felicity 
of this writer seems to consist in compelling the person whom 
he accuses to condemn himself. * Did you, or did you not, give 
your word of honour or take an oath upon such an occasion ? ’ 
This interrogatory method of accusation he probably learned in 
his first religion and the Christian history of the Inquisition, as 
the subtlety of his arguments from his first masters, the Jesuits. 
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No. V. 

The folio-wing copy of verses is among Dr. Francis’ 
papers, preserved by Ms son, and apparently in the 
Doctor’s handwriting. Considering the familiarity be- 
tween the parties, Mr. Parkes was disposed to believe 
them Lord Holland’s own, and that Dr. Francis had 
taken a copy. I have not myself seen them in print. 


L. H. 

Eetuming from Italy, 1767. 

Musis amicus, tristitiam et metus 
Tradam protervis in mare Oreticum 
Portare yentis. 

Thus Holland spoke, as from the summit vast 
Of Cenis, eastward his fond eyes he cast : 

Eegions of health, adieu ! To you I owe 
Doctors dismissed, with their whole train of woe. 
Regions of health, adieu ! you knew t’ assuage 
The ills of sickness and increasing age. 

When shattered nerves that worst of evils brought, 
Splee7i, that to misery swells each anxious thought, • 
Your cloudless sky dispersed it, and I find. 

With health restored, serenity of mind. 

White-livered Grrenville, and self-loving Gower, 

Shall never cause one peevish moment more ; 

Not that their spite required I should repair 
To southern climates, and a milder air ; 

Slight was the pain they gave, and short its date ; 

I found I could not both despise and hate. 
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But, Rigby, what did I for thee endure ? 

Thy serpent’s tooth admitted of no cure ; 

Lost converse never thought of without tears ! 
Lost promised hope of my declining years ! 

0 what a heavy task ’tis to remove 

The accustomed ties of confidence and love ! 

Friendship in anguish turned away her face, 

While cunning interest sneered at her disgrace. 
And what has he, mistaken man, attained 
For broken faith, for truth and honour stained ? 
Shelburne and Calcraft — Oh ! the holy band, 

See, see, with Gower, caballing where they stand ! 

0 may nor time nor accident divide 
This knot, by mutual love of virtue tied. 

It will not be : for lo ! the word scarce spoke, 

The league confirming, but the league was broke. 
Soon Shelburne’s falsehood taught thee to repent : 
Then, Rigby, why didst thou not then relent ? 

But I am doomed to long and bitter grief. 

Till Time and Italy have brought relief ; 

Drawn every sting of memory from my breast, 
And soothed each passion of my soul to resL 
Nor do I go in dread of a return, 

Again to trust false friends, again to mourn : 

But fear and sorrow to the western breeze 
To be transported to yon Cretan seas, 

1 give ; resolved my close of life to spend 
In idle cheerfulness, the Muses’ friend. 
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No. VI. 

The following paper is extracted from one of Francis’s 
folio vols. of MS., and is printed as a singular specimen of 
his peculiar method of rejiortiug. 

On Feb. 2, 1770, Lord Chatham spoke twice : once on 
the Marquis of Eockingham’s motion, once in incidental 
discussion ; on the question of privilege of Parliament. 
The two speeches are confusedly jumbled together in the 
‘ Parhamentary History.’ They are reported separately 
in the ‘ Anecdotes of Chatham.’ But the editor of that 
work describes his report as taken from the British 
Museum, vol. i. p. 190. ‘ It is not known,’ he adds, ‘ that 
any other account of this debate was taken.’ 

In this paper we have, first, Francis’ rough notes of 
Lord Chatham’s second speech, as taken, no doubt, by 
himself at the time ; secondly, the same materials worked 
up for publication. But I cannot find that the publication 
ever took place. His report is as different as possible 
from that in the ‘ Anecdotes.’ 

The result, I fear, is not very favourable to the probable 
authenticity of the speeches which pass as Lord Chatham’s. 

House of Lords, Venet'is, 2d February, 1770. 

Motion by the Marquis of Eockingham, 

Seconded by the Earl of Coventry. 

Viscount Weymouth moved that the Marquis of R. should 
apprize the House of all the Motions he intended to make. 
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Earl of Chatham. 

Apology to Lord Eockingham for stopping him. 

surprised that so many hours sh*^ have been spent in dis- 
puting about a Proposition evident from every page of the 
i^iiglish History, — viz. that each of the three Estates had a right 
to interpose, if either of the others exceeded, &c. 

boldly meets and contradicts Egmont upon that ground ; 
there he wo*^ stand. 

that he wo'^ adhere to his Lp’s principle of standing supra 
vias antiquas . — & take even Bract on, whom Lord Egmont bad 
quoted, for an authority — 

that honest, tho’ prerogative lawyer had said, there is nothing 
above the K. nisi deum et legem, quia lex facit regem. 

did not think the particular merits of the Mx. election were 
then before the H®, was ready, however, whenever the question 
came. 

that it was a general question whether the Lords might inter- 
fere, &c. — proved that each house bad mutually done it in 
numberless instances. 

that his health wo^^ not permit him to read much, and his 
memory might fail him, but there were four instances of which 
he thought he might give them the substance. 

1. a Suit before the H^ of Lords, in which a Member of the 
other house was a party — privilege. 

2 . a case of Skinner and the E. India Company. 

3. the affirming the sentence of Titus Oates, the y^ after the 
Revolution. 

4. the case of the Aylesbury election — privilege. 

did not value the menaces thrown out against the promoters 
of petitions nor the resentment of the of Commons, as if his 
Head were in danger, &c. 

the case of this Interposition, tho’ not ordinary or common, 
yet strictly within the system of the Constitution. — Allusion to 
Eclipses and Comets — these accounted for, by the best lawyers 
in Natural Philosophy, on the Principles of the greater System 
of the Universe. 

that L^ Egmont had not only endeavoured to stop the ques- 
tion that day, but wo^ prevent its coming back — had set his 
foot upon the neck of it ; and shall it not turn again ? — if he 
lived it sh^ return every day till the people had satisfaction ; 
did not doubt of being backed by the whole people of England — 
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hoped they nse every means constitutionally — come to that 
H °5 to the Throne, &c. 

excuses his warmth— bodily pain might contribute — compli- 
ments Lord Egmont — 20 & 30 y**® in Parliament. 

Loved the entire Freedom of Debates, but took notice of Lord 
Sandwich’s speaking of resentments — by what means had Lord 
Camden been dismissed. 

did not know who was the Minister, but sh*-^ address that 
noble person (the D. of Grafton) who certainly might have been 
Minister. 

that when they talked of fomenting disagreements among the 
people, they sh^ recollect what was the original cause, was it 
not that unhappj'^ measure of making an officer of the Army 
vacate his seat, &c. to set up for a County where he was sure of 
having a great majority against him. 

that he hoped he sh*^ sleep one night more with his head on 
his shoulders; (in scorn) 

the ancient Barons obtained Magna Charta for the people, — 
if more of the Lords had taken part with the Long ParP — 
if there had been more Essex^s & Bedford’s, another C* 
might have been obt^ without bloodshed, a — that Lord Shafts- 
bury & 5 other Lords were sent to the Tower by Charles the 2d* 
but it had a good effect. 

the descendants of that unhappy prince might now be 
on the Throne. 

that saying there was no remedy, that it all lay between God 
& their own consciences was in effect exhorting the people to 
make an appeal, &c. to Heaven. 

the Persecution of that poor unhappy man. 

shall not we, who are cousins to the King, who are permitted 
to kiss the royal cheek, &c. 


Earl of Chatham* 

Lord Eockingham, — I ask pardon of the noble Lord, who I 
see intended to speak. The condition I am in may not permit 
me to sit out the debate, and I should be sorry to lose this op* 
portunity of delivering my opinion to the House. 

My Lords, I have no words to express my astonishment to see 
that your Lp’s can have spent so many hours in debating upon 
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a proposition, which, to my understanding, is the plainest, the 
nearest to self-evident, that ever came before this House. I did 
not think it possible that any member of this House should 
deny, or that your Lordships sh^ suffer it to be disputed, that 
the H*^ of Lords have a right to interpose, whenever the Consti- 
tution is invaded, whenever the Laws are violated by either of 
the other branches of the Legislature. Have you read a single 
page of the English history ? — You are undoubtedly masters of 
every page of it; and is it possible for any man who is at all 
acquainted with that history, to forget the generous spirit with 
which your ancestors constantly came forward and placed 
themselves in the breach, whenever the liberty of the subject or 
the rights of the Constitution were attacked ? They justly and 
truly considered themselves as the Guardians of the Laws, & 
from whatever quarter the violation of those Laws was attempted, 
whether a mistaken prince exceeded the Limits of his Prero- 
gative, or whether a seditious or a coxTupt House of Commons 
attempted to stretch their power beyond the line drawn by the 
Constitution, Your Ancestors, my Lds., thought it equally their 
duty to interpose & defend the people & that not more against 
the ambition of one man, than against the usurpation of a 
multitude. 

My Lords, I speak from Facts upon which I shall challenge 
the noble Lord to contradict me. I do not pretend to be deeply 
read, but here I know my ground & will speak firmly. It is 
not only true that the Ho. of L® have interposed when either of 
the other Estates have exceeded their due limits, but I under- 
take to prove that the other House have acted upon the same 
principle, that they have interfered in their turn, & checked this 
whenever they thought we were transgressing the bounds 
prescribed to us by the Constitution. Both Houses have, in a 
multitude of instances, reciprocally interfered with each other, 
in the very rights and powers which we all acknowledge are 
appropriated to each of Pari* whenever one saw the other 
attempting to alter the nature or to extend the effect of those 
Bights & powers beyond their Constitutional boundaries, or to 
apply them to purposes for which they were not intended by the 
spirit of the Constitution. There is no point of Privilege, of 
Jurisdiction, of Inquest, or of Council in which this reciprocal 
right of interference has not been claimed and exercised by both 
Houses of ParP. 
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Fo. VIL 

This letter (from Philip Francis to Mr. Calcraft) lias been 
preserved in the form of a copy among Mr. Francis’ 
papers. It appears to be that mentioned in the Autobio- 
graphical Fragment. (See p. 364.) From the formal 
style of composition (considering the intimate relation 
between the two), it is presumable that it was intended to 
be shown to some third party — ^probably Lord Chatham. 

London, P*' December, 1770. 

Dear Sir, 

As I do not know by what particular Motion You 
mean to begin your Inquiry into the Administration of Justice 
in the Courts of Westminster Hall, nor whether any particular 
Plan of Measures be fixed upon, my Opinion must go to the 
general Question, whether such an Inquiry, in the present cir- 
cumstances, would be expedient or not. Supposing the Ex- 
pediency established, the second question is, by what Steps the 
Inquiry ought to be conducted. You will not, I believe, suspect 
me of wishing to spare Lord Mansfield. But while a measure 
is in Debate, I would speak freely of either Side. The Moment 
it is determined, I would support it with Ardour. 

I take for granted, You are not sanguine enough to expect 
that, with the present Parliament, You will be able to punish 
Lord Mansfield, or even to reform the most trifling Abuse. 
With such a Parliament, I am persuaded You will place but 
little Dependance on the Goodness of Your Cause : Or supposing 
You had an Expectation of Success, You would not carry it so 
far, as to aim at reforming every Thing at once. Your only 
rational View, as I conceive, must be, to intimidate the capital 
Offender by the Terror of a parliamentary Inquiry, and to check 
and discourage some of those Proceedings in the Courts, which 
are most distinguished by their enormity ; (and, among these 
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we^all reckon Lord Mansfield’s Doctrine about Libels,) or, if 
this fails, at least to shew the NTation that You are alert in the 
public Service, and, let the Event be what it may, that You are 
determined to do your Duty. 

Now, Sir, if you admit that whatever Question You propose 
upon these Points will be carried against You by a great Ma- 
jority, I think it follows, first, that you relieve Lord Mansfield 
from a State of Anxiety and Suspence. I am convinced that 
he is now under the Influence of Terror, and, while that lasts, 
he will act with Circumspection and Eeserve. Let the Cloud 
hang over his Head, but not burst, until it has collected Weight 
enough to destroy him. The idea of attacking him should be 
maintained as much as possible both in Discourse abroad, and 
by every kind of indirect Side-Stroke in Parliament. Whether 
or no this be the Time for making the grand formal Attack, is 
to me a very nice and disputable Question. When I speak of 
his Fears, I do not refer to any real Danger he would be in 
from a present parliamentary Inquiry. I argue from the Cha- 
racter of the Man, his general Dread of public odium, and the 
Quickness of his Sensations, which anticipate Danger, and even 
now perhaps make him look forward to a distant Day of 
Punishment. 

With regard to checking the proceedings of the Courts of 
Westminster Hall, I must intreat You to consider that, in the 
case of Libels, (where the Province of Juries has been most 
signally invaded) every attempt hitherto made to infringe the 
Liberty of the Press has ended in Disgrace and Eidicule both 
to Government and to the Court of King’s Bench. The press, 
in spite of all their prosecutions, is actually as free as it need 
be for any good Purpose. Take care how you raise a dangerous 
Question about it, when perhaps it is the very best, if not the 
only Weapon, You have left to defend the Constitution. Now 
let us suppose that a Motion were made in Parliament for con- 
demning, by a Declaration of both Houses, the most odious and 
least defensible Part of Lord Mansfield’s Doctrines. Do You 
expect to carry it? — If not, what is the Consequence? You 
encourage a timid Man (who seems now willing enough to 1)6 
passive, and I dare say would be glad never to meddle with Libels 
again), to be active in doing Mischief ; — You back him with an 
Assurance of parliamentary Support. You bring a disputed 
Point to a Decision, which You know will be against You ; and 
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Yon confirm liis Doctrines by an Authority, which, though not 
respectable in the Eyes of the Nation, will always be an en- 
couragement to corrupt Judges to go greater Lengths, than they 
would venture to go without it. 

You will say perhaps that Juries may still resist I beg 
Leave to ask You have they resisted ? or is it likely that they 
will have firmness enough to assert against Ld. Mansfield and 
both Houses of Parliament those Eights which they have in 
Effect surrendered to Ld. Mansfield alone ? The Disgrace of 
Grovernment in the late Prosecutions did not arise from the 
Firmness, but from the Absurdity of Juries, Or it may be 
urged that all this may be undone hereafter. If that be all, 
why not leave undone at present — why expose yourselves to 
a present, certain Inconvenience, upon the Hope of a future 
uncertain Eeparation ; especially as (let what will happen here- 
after) You do an immediate Injury to the Press, and lose the 
use of it when you want it mosL 

With Eespect to your Eeputation with the Public, and that 
strict Execution of Duty which proceeds to its Object without 
regarding Consequences, I say that you will eventually lose 
Eeputation instead of gaining it. Wise Men will condemn you 
for not foreseeing Consequences so plain as these are ; and the 
Vulgar, who judge merely by Events will not give you Credit 
even for the Eectitude of your Intentions. Upon the whole 
then I most earnestly protest against your bringing into Par- 
liament any Motion to this Effect viz. ^ That the Doctrine 
delivered by Lord Mansfield in Prosecutions for Libels is con- 
trary to Law, an Invasion of the Eights of Juries, &c.’ 

If, however, You are determined at all Events to bring this 
Question forward, I must make the Presence, and hearty Con- 
currence of Lord Camden a Condition, sine qud non. Besides 
the double Terror upon Lord Mansfield, there is a Quirk and 
Subtlety in legal Arguments, which Lawyers are best qualified 
to unravel. It is not that I question the ability of that great 
Man, whom I admire, and revere as much as you do ; but I 
think that when this Wretch is attacked on one side upon great 
'Constitutional Principles, he should be cut off, on the other, 
from his usual Eetreat to the Labyrinths of his Profession. 

Whether the Execution of this part of your Plan be deferred 
for the present, or immediately pursued, I think You have other 
materials in Abundance. Ld. Mansfield is sufficiently vulner- 
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able, without running the Eisque of doing a capital Injury to 
the Common Cause. You cannot^ in my Opinion, wish for 
firmer, nor safer Ground, than his keeping the Seals so long in 
Commission. At a Time such as this, when it may be necessary 
to put the Great Seal to Instruments of the most extensive 
National Importance, who is to be answerable for the Applica- 
tion of it? The Season calls loudly for a Man of Weight, and 
Authority, not only upon the Bench, but in Council — not only 
to hear Causes, but to judge of the Expedience, and Legality of 
those Acts, which, to be completely executed, require the 
Sanction and Eatification of the Seal of the Kingdom. This 
Consideration, important as it is, bears no Comparison with 
what follows. The Laws of this Country, founded upon Eeason, 
and corrected by Experience, require that the Persons, to whom 
the Administration of J ustice is committed, should be free from 
all Biass, and Coiitroul. His present Majesty thought he could 
not gratify his People more than by relieving the Judges from 
the only Tie, by which they seemed to depend upon the Pleasuie 
of the Crown. In the present Instance both the Spirit of the 
Laws, and the King’s gracious Intentions are equally counter- 
acted. We see the Income, which belongs to the Great Seal, 
divided (and not for a short Period) between four of the twelve 
Judges. The Chief Justice is bribed with four or five Thousand 
a year — the other three with two Thousand five Hundred a 
piece. To say Nothing of the Distress, which the other Courts 
are exposed to by the Absence of three of their Judges, is it 
possible that the Administration of Justice should be free, and 
independant, w^hile one third of your judicial Power receives 
such extraordinary Emoluments at the Pleasure of Government, 
and the other two thirds stand waiting with anxious Expectation, 
’till it comes to their Turn to participate in the Eoyal Bounty. 
The argument is, I think, solid and unanswerable. It is capable? 
of Ornament, and Illustration, but it wants none. 

Ld. Mansfield’s meanness in threatening one Day to resign, 
without regarding the Distress and Perplexity of Government, 
and yet continuing still upon the Wool-pack, may be the 
Subject of much good Discourse ; and, altho’ in debating these 
great Points, I wish to avoid any formal Question upon the 
Eights of Juries, on the Liberty of the Press ; your great Friend 
might with Force and Propriety declare, that if he avoided any 
direct Question unon these matters at nresent. it was not from 
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Inadvertence, or Disregard : but that he waited for a Time, 
perhaps not far distant, which might be more favourable to "the 
true Construction of the Laws, and to the Constitutional Liberty 
of the Subject. 

And now, my dear Sir, I must intreat you to accept of the sub- 
stance of these Thoughts, if there be any Thing in them, without 
regarding their dress. Tho’ hastily expressed, they have not 
been lightly considered. You cannot wonder, more than I do 
myself, at my presuming to give Advice upon Matters so much 
above Me. 

But it is done. I have a large portion of Zeal to compensate 
for the Want of Ability; and Faith enough in one great Man 
to make any good Works of my own unnecessary. 
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No. VIII. 

Fronioneof Francis's folio MS.vohimes Datc\112. (Seep, 315.) 

Hints to a traveller. My son perhaps may profit by them. 

The great characteristics of an Italian, as far as I could 
observe^ are fraud and patience. Provided they can cheat you, 
they bear the most virulent abuse with astonishing sang 
froid. 

In all Italy I met with but one man who did not cheat us 
enormously : that was Emanuel, at whose house we lodged at 
Naples. Of him we really had no reason to complain. 

I never saw so ignorant a people, considering the reputation 
of the country. There is nothing ingenious or polite in their 
method of cheating: a barefaced, bungling impudence. 

I am very much inclined to think that, compared with Eng- 
land or France, there is no learning in Italy. It would surprise 
an Englishman to see how an Italian bookseller’s shop is filled : 
a history of the Church, lives of the saints and martyrs, eccle- 
siastical canons, and books of devotion make up the comple- 
ment. I believe that what the English and French call a 
gentleman and a man of honour is a character unknown in 
Italy. 

Ladies of pleasure by profession are few, because the whole 
sex is corrupted. In England we sacrifice a part to save the 
rest. If the time should ever come when there shall be few or 
no prostitutes in London streets, depend upon it it will be a 
sign of a general corruption of woman, and a prelude to the 
decay of the empire. Where there is no female virtue, there 
will soon be no male virtue left. Where there are few or no 
prostitutes, there can be no modest women. They should be 
subject to a police for the sake of decency, but not punished 
merely for their profession. The one way to lessen the number 
of them is to lessen the necessity of having them : that is, by 
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encouraging marriage among young peoj^le, and removing every 
obstacle to it. 

In every country in the world, idleness is the root of all evil. 
In Italy, religion is the root of idleness. 

We English, before we see Italy, are apt to think that we can 
purchase the best works of the great masters, and that many of 
them have been actually brought away within these few years. 
There cannot be a grosser mistake. The Italians are too 
cunning to suffer the market to be removed out of Italy. As 
for parting with a valuable antique statue, they would sooner 
give up their seven sacraments. The Pope could make his 
people Protestants much more easily than persuade them to let 
the Apollo go out of Eome. 

To a man really curious in the polite arts, Eome alone must be 
an inexhaustible fund of entertainment ; but what can be more 
disgustful than to see our young people give themselves the 
airs of conoscenti ? The best pieces we have in England are, I 
believe, only copies. The cartoons, indeed, are unique. 

I cannot conceive why, in Italy, any man should marry. It 
cannot be love : a lover could not bear the idea of being an 
Italian husband. Money, except among a few great families, 
there is none ; and as for heirs to their estates, I shall only say 
that an Italian child who knows his father must be much wiser 
than his mother. 

I had the following story from good authority at Lucca. A 
nobleman of that city, who had purchased his nobility, lately 
married a young lady there of much better family than his own, 
but not worth a ducat. The day after their marriage she 
appointed a young man who, it seems, had been her admirer, to 
he her cavalier servente^ and he immediately entered upon his 
office. The husband, however, had some personal objection to 
him, and took the liberty of mentioning it to his lady, intreating 
her, as a particular favour, to appoint any other gentleman in 
Lucca that she thought proper. The lady considered her hus- 
band’s request as an invasion of her privileges, and treated it 
with disdain. He still continued his solicitations, but to no 
purpose. At la.st he took an opportunity at dinner, in presence 
of several of her relations, to state to them the hardship of his 
case. The moment it was mentioned, the lady rose from the 
table in a fury, and asked' him whether he was so impertinent 
as to think that Signor such-a-one was not good enough to be 
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cicisheo to his wife. ^ Surely,’ says she, ^ be is your equal, and 
something more ; but this it is to have to do with tradesmen.’ 
Appeal upon this was made to the young lady’s mother, who, to 
the astonishment of all Lucca, gave it against her daughter, and 
obliged her to accept a ciGisbeo of her husband’s choosing. Had 
she decided otherwise, the lady’s male relations would soon have 
reduced the poor devil of a husband to a proper sense of his 
duty. 

Much to my surprise, I hear little or no music ; there is ten 
times more in London all the year round than in any city in 
Italy; except, perhaps, during the Carnival. Neither do the 
Italians appear to me to be half so fond of music as the English, 
though I believe they understand it better. They have no such 
thing as ballad-singing ; no church music, except upon a few 
particular days ; nor an opera but at particular seasons, and 
then they never listen to it. I fancy we import all the music 
from Italy, as we do all the claret from France. These commo- 
dities are not to be found upon the spot where they grow, but 
among the people who can purchase them. I say this upon my 
own experience only, which I admit is not very great. 

A man who would carry twenty guineas’ worth of English 
toys with him would have an opportunity of obliging many 
people, particularly women, at a small expense. Pocket-books, 
buckles, pen-knives, scissors, smelling-bottles, etc., are received 
with rapture. Everything of this kind that they make them- 
selves is so clumsy that it is no wonder they should be struck 
with the elegance of English workmanship. A Venetian noble- 
man, while I was at Venice, sent to beg I would lend him one 
of my buckles, that he might have a pair made of it. I lent 
him the buckle, but at the same time gave him to understand 
that there was not skill enough in Venice to match them ; and 
so it appeared. 

M. Baretti is the most impudent of all liars. The English, I 
confess, have contributed to corrupt the morals of the Italians. 
Besides our disregard of money, we are too honest and too 
generous a people to deal upon equal terms with such dirty 
knaves. 

In general the women have bad features and worse com- 
plexions ; particularly the Neapolitans, who, I think, are the 
most unhealthy-looking people I ever saw. Yet I do not deny 
that there is beauty in Italy. The women rub tbeir faces and 
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necks with powder, and leave it on. This, I fancy, besides 
looking nasty, spoils the skin. 

I believe upon the whole that it is a disadvantage to the 
country that they have so many curiosities to show to strangers. 
It is inconceivable how many people are diverted by this idle 
occupation from labouring* to get their bread. Every black- 
guard is a cicerone. 

The collection at Wilton is too trifling even to be mentioned 
among the Italians. 

I cannot help thinking that some of the cajntal ancient 
statues stand in very awkward attitudes. Let any man try to 
put himself in the posture of the Gladiator, and he will find 
himself hardly able to stand, much less to fight. Tlie Hercules 
at Florence is evidently on the wrong side of the Centaur ; in 
consequence of his position he must strike across his own left 
arm. Even the Apollo, great and powerful as he is, ought in 
my opinion to rest upon his left leg, especially if we suppose 
him in the act of shooting an arrow. 

It is evidently against the interests, and of course against the 
principles, of the Eoman Catholic Church to encourage polite 
learning, or any enquiries after truth. 

Ladies of a certain rank don’t dip their fingers into the holy 
water in going into church, as others do, but send a servant 
before, who dips his fist into the basin, and then touches their 
fingers with it. 
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No. IX. 

Letter from Francvi to Mr. Ribourille on the Education 
of hie Son. (See p. 351.) 

17tli Pebniaiy 1774. 

Dear Sir, 

I cannot give you a better proof of my esteem for you, 
nor of my opinion of your abilities, than by intrusting you with 
the care of my son’s education. Tet these are not the only motives 
which induce me to take this important step. Besides that, in 
general, I prefer a domestic education for a child of his age to any 
other, and that I really think you qualified for the employment, 
I persuade myself that, in conducting it, you will conform, as 
much as possible, to the plan which I shall take the liberty to lay 
down to you. The master of a great school has not leisure to 
distinguish between the different genius and disposition of his 
scholars, much less to give that patient care and attention to 
very little children which their age and infirmity require. He 
must of necessity apply the same system of discipline and 
instruction to all his pupils. 

In what I am going to say, concerning the education of my 
son, I am far from presuming to prescribe rules to others. My 
ideas on this subject are not taken up without a good deal of 
attentive observation and reflection ; and if I should be unfor- 
tunate enough to make any considerable mistake in this matter, 
I assure you it will not be owing to a criminal neglect of my 
duty, but really to a defect of judgment. 

The object which I have in view is to make my son an English 
gentleman, to which he is entitled by his birth and situation in 
life. But before I explain to you what I mean by the title of 
English gentleman, or by what system of education he may be 
qualified to hold that rank with honour, it is proper you should 
know what kind of ground and materials you have to work 
upon. The boy’s temper, I think, is naturally mild, timid. 
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seriousj and compassionate. He is, at the same time, as lively as 
healthy children usually are, uncommonly attentive, and quick 
of perception. If this be his disposition it must be confessed 
that nature has done her part ; and it follows that all the im- 
provements which art can bestow on such a subject, may be ob- 
tained by gentle methods. I am convinced that his mind may be 
moulded into any form, by the mere influence and persuasion 
of generous, pathetic, or rational motives ; and since it is my 
purpose to make him a gentleman, which includes the idea of 
liberal character and sentiments, I cannot think it consistent 
with that purpose, to have him brought under the servile dis- 
cipline of the rod. 

The idea of a gentleman in England includes not only the 
qualifications usually annexed to that character in other coun- 
tries, but a high and spirited way of thinking, arising from a 
sense of the security and independence of his condition. The 
move highly he is taught to conceive of his own personal con- 
sequence and dignity, the less likely he will be to commit mean 
and sordid actions. But as I should rejoice to see him proud 
of real advantages, and determined to preserve and improve 
them, > it would equally ajOBict me to see him vain of trifles. 
For example, I should be pleased to hear him call himself a 
freeborn Englishman, even before he knows the meaning of the 
words ; but I should be sorry to see him looking in the glass 
to admire the cock of his hat. I do not expect that personal 
vanity can be entirely eradicated out of^the human constitu- 
tion ; but let us do everything we can to correct it. I would have 
the boy taught to value himself upon possessing more courage, 
strength, hardiness, and learning, but not upon being better 
dressed than his companions. I would have no opportunity 
lost to inculcate upon his mind the love of his country, an 
abhorrence of tyranny, and obedience to the laws. I would 
have him think it an honour to be an Englishman, but such an 
honour as imposes many important duties upon him. As to the 
time and manner of inspiring him with these sentiments, you 
will be directed by the gradual improvement of his under- 
standing. 

With respect to discipline, I absolutely forbid the use of 
blows. It is the office of the magistrate to inflict corporal punish- 
ment, in order to deter others. The preceptor’s duty is to 
prepare and cultivate the mind of his pupil in such a manner 
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that, in his future life, he may not only avoid those 
which the law punishes, but also those vices which the la^ 
cannot reach. In our public schools, the offices of magistrate 
and preceptor are perpetually confounded. There are a thou- 
sand better ways of restraining and correcting a child who has 
not a grain of sulkiness or stubbornness in his temper. Such, for 
instance, as confinement, neglect, fasting, being kept from play, 
&c., besides the multitude of resources with which the noble sense 
of shame furnishes a prudent tutor. Even this sense of shame 
is to be applied to with great caution, and not tried but upon 
urgent occasions. It is of a delicate nature, and the danger 
is, that too much exercise may destroy it. I have seen a little 
boy placed upon a stool in the middle of a school to be pointed 
at by his playfellows. The consequence was that, from that 
time, he never was ashamed of anything. 

On the same principle, I would not have him called dunce, 
or stupid, or blockhead, and particularly if he should in reality 
deserve such names. That way of degrading an ingenuous dis- 
position in its own esteem, can produce no good effect. It either 
completely stupifies a dull boy, or sinks and oppresses a natural 
genius. In short, I would never have him wear a fool’s-cap, nor 
otherwise made an object of scorn, for anything but base or dis- 
honourable actions. 

The great motive of action, which I would have constantly 
presented to his mind, is that it depends upon himself whether 
•he is to be a peasant or a gentleman. It is the fear of the rod 
that accustoms boys to lies and low concealment. 

On the other hand, you must be cautious of praising or ad- 
miring Mm too much. Moderate applause, when deserved, is 
just in itself, and serves to encourage a young mind ; but to 
bestow it lavishly, or indiscreetly, is always attended with bad 
consequences. It creates insolence, vanity, and a neglect of 
improvement. 

In regard to corporal punishment, there is a single case, in 
which I think it may properly be inflicted, but always with 
prudence and moderation, and without the smallest mixture of 
passion. I mean, where a boy is observed to be of a cruel dis- 
position, or careless what pain he inflicts upon his weaker play- 
fellows, or other creatures, that may happen to be in his power. 
In this case, which in respect to my own son I hope will never 
exist, I tMnk it just and necessary that he himself should be 
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taught to feel the pain he inflicts; not in the light of punish - 
inent, but that he naay learn, from his own sensations, to liave 
mercy on others. In the application of this rule, I think the 
law of Talio should be observed, wherever it can be done with 
safety. 

Allowing for the natural difference of constitution in dif- 
ferent persons, I am convinced that the mind as well as the 
body may acquire a certain degree of strength from exei’cise. I 
desire, therefore, that you will endeavour to accustom the boy’s 
mind to undervalue danger, and gradually make him familiar 
with any objects that he may seem to be most afraid of. This 
must be done without violence, and by showing him mildly that 
there is no danger where he thinks there is. A quarrelsome, 
factious disposition should be checked by severity ; a soft and 
timid one should be animated and encouraged. Some men are 
unquestionably brave by nature; but I believe that, in a great 
majority of mankind, courage and resolution is the effect of 
habit. His mind is yet untainted by the silly fear of ghosts 
and hobgoblins, and I beg that the utmost care may be taken 
to prevent any body’s terrifying him with such notions. His 
sensibility is so exquisite, that an impression of that kind, once 
made upon Mm, might never be erased. The best way is to 
avoid such subjects or anything that leads to them. 

For the sake of his health, on which the mental faculties do 
almost entirely depend, I desire that he may take as much 
exercise and be as much in the open air as possible, that he 
may be constantly washed in cold water in winter as well as in 
summer, and be obliged to wash his mouth with cold w^ater in 
all weathers, especially after meat. Let his food be quite plain, 
and never let him taste wine. With respect to sleep, you will 
observe his constitution ; whether rising very early does, or does 
not, make him dull and heavy for the remainder of the day ; and 
regulate his time of rising accordingly. I insist upon his 
constantly sleeping alone^ for reasons that will increase with his 
years. 

There is nothing I dread or abhor so much as gaming, and I 
beg that if hereafter he should discover any turn that way, you 
may do everything in your power to check and discourage it. 

As I think his moral and political sentiments of much more 
consequence than what is commonly called his learning, I shall 
state to you generally upon what principles I would wish his 
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future conduct in life should be directed^ before I enter into 
the 'detail of his education. 

He IS to be a member of the Church of England, as it is 
established by law. I do not intend to impose any bias upon 
his private opinions in religious matters, nor would 1 have his 
understanding perplexed with the discussion of dogmas, or with 
the contemplation of mysteries. But I expect that he shall be 
taught to respect the religion, as he ought to do every other law, 
of his country. He is also to conform decently to the ceremonies 
of the Church, by which I do not mean to bind his understand- 
ing. But the certainty of a particular Providence w’^atching over 
us, the existence of a God who knows our most secret thoughts 
and actions, who rewards and punishes, and the immortality of 
the soul, are topics, on which you cannot enlarge too much. 
Besides the manifest absurdity of every argument to the con- 
trary, I am convinced that great, and good, and glorious actions 
will never be performed by creatures whose prospects are 
bounded by the narrow limits of this life. 

With respect to political knowledge, he must be at least four 
years older, and his understanding much improved, before he 
can have any conception of what is meant by the constitution 
of England. In the meantime, you may give him general 
notions of liberty and property, and inspire him with zeal to 
defend them. You may also give him general rules of justice, 
and encourage him to decide even against himself, where those 
rules require it. As he begins to read, I would have the 
examples of great and good men particularly pointed out to 
him ; such as Brutus, Cato, Harry the Fourth of France, and 
our Algernon Sydney. Considering the present state of things 
and opinions in this country, there is no danger of his carrying 
any prejudices, in favour of patriotism and public virtue, to an 
imprudent or criminal excess. I would have his mind, in this 
respect, come rough from the school, as the guinea does from 
the mint. The practice of the world will soon make it smooth 
enough. 

As I am to be absent from him several years, I am obliged to 
collect all the hints that occur to me concerning his instruction 
into one view, though I am sensible that many of them cannot 
be made use of at present. The time and manner of applying 
them is left to your own judgment and observation. You will 
undoubtedly do everything in your power to discourage the 
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progress of any mean or bad passion in his mind; such as 
avarice, selfishness, revenge, &c. On the other hand, there' are 
virtues to be taught, as well as vices to be removed. I speak 
of generosity, veracity, fidelity to a promise, and the firmness of 
keeping a secret against every trial or temptation. This last is 
rather a prudential quality, than strictly a virtue, but it is of 
the highest importance in the commerce of the world ; and I 
am convinced it may be acquired, or at least the dangerous dis- 
position to loquacity very much corrected, if boys are accus- 
tomed, early in life, to be trusted with little secrets, under the 
condition of not revealing them. 

In addition to these general instructions, which belong to 
every station in life, it is proper that my son should be 
informed, and often reminded, of his particular situation. That 
he is the only brother of five sisters, of whose honour and 
interest he is to he the guardian ; that if I perish abroad, it 
will be his duty to supply my place, as far as his age and means 
will admit of it, by every possible act of affection to them and 
to his mother ; that I have left my country with the hope of 
being able to establish his fortune and theirs ; and that I set 
out in life without the smallest advantage of birth or fortune, 
or indeed any other but that of having had an excellent 
father. 

With regard to the instruction of the school : the first step 
towards the improvement of his mind is to read and thoroughly 
understand his mother-tongue; I place Latin in the second 
degree, and French in the third. These languages are essential 
to the education of a gentleman ; and I desire that, in learning 
them, he may be taught to pronounce his words with an exact 
articulation, and that his memory may be exercised as much as 
possible. When he reads, let him stand at some distance from 
you ; let him be obliged to read very loud, and never suffered 
to pronounce either words or sentences with a chaunt or tone. 
This is a vile and dangerous habit, and I see but few boys 
without it. You should select the harshest and roughest words 
that can be found in English, and put them together in a 
sentence, which he should be made to repeat, so as gindually to 
accustom his tongue to pronounce them fluently and articu- 
lately. While he is reading, observe how he sits or stands, that 
you may correct any awkwardness in his posture : poking out 
the head, raising the shoulders, or distorting the features. 
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Whenever he speaks, let him look the person he speaks to full 
in the face. The trick of looking down or sideways is mean 
and illiberal, and grows into a habit that may never be shaken 
off. 

Between nine and ten years of age, he is to be sent to a 
public school, where it will be time enough for him to learn the 
rudiments of the Greek language. I have appointed Messieurs 
Chandler, d’Oyly, and Godfrey my trustees in my absence, and 
whatever directions they may think proper to give respecting 
this or any other part of the boy’s education are to be strictly 
observed. I would not have him begin to learn to write and 
cipher before Christmas 1775, nor to dance before he is nine 
years old. 

I would have his first reading directed, as far as his years 
will admit of it, to history, and you may begin with the Greek 
and Roman. That of England is the most important. But no 
history is useful unless it be accompanied with some observation 
of chronology, or the succession of events ; and of geography, or 
the situation of the places where the events happened. I would 
have him taught the English history backwards ; that is, begin- 
ning from the present, and carrying his mind back from year to 
year, until he arrives at the earliest periods. This, I think, 
resembles the analytical method of inquiry recommended by 
some of our greatest men in other branches of knowledge ; and 
I am convinced it is the best way of learning modern history, 
the latest part of w'hich ought naturally fo be the most in- 
teresting ; yet, from my own experience, I can affirm it is the 
last that boys usually read. I remember extremely well that I, 
and most of the boys of my age at school, were in some degree 
masters of the early parts of the English history, particularly 
of every brilliant period, though we knew nothing of what had 
happened since the Accession. 

I would not have him learn Latin until he can spell and read 
English tolerably well, and I should prefer his learning Latin by 
rote for some time before you attempt to instruct him in the 
rules of grammar. I believe you will find this the easiest way 
both to yourself and to the boy. 

My present ideas upon the whole are to give him that sort of 
education which may qualify him to sit with credit in the 
House of Commons, if ever my fortune should enable me to 
place him there. 
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He is to pass two j^ears at Cambridge, and at a proper ngc\ 
that is, when he is one-and-twenty at the soonest, I propose that 
he should make the tour of Europe. You will have an eye to 
this plan while you are laying the foundation of his education. 
I wish to keep him clear of any particular profession. The 
Church and the Army are those which I like the least of all. 
The study of the Law is a sure way to advancement, provided a 
young man has naturally more patience and application than 
his companions, which I have no reason to presume will be the 
case of my son. You see, I throw my thoughts together as they 
occur to me, without regard to method or regularity. I shall 
conclude with a few general rules of instruction, which are in 
some degree applicable to all children. 

They should be as much as possible in your own company, 
and never in that of servants or other mean persons. Bor- 
rowing money from such persons has a very bad tendency, and 
I beg you will take the utmost care to prevent it. In all the 
boy’s little distresses of that or any other kind, I would have 
you encourage him to apply to yourself directly for assistance, 
rather than to his mother or Mrs. D’Orville. At the same time 
that you inspire them with proper spirit, they are to be taught 
the distinctions of rank, the respect due to superiors, par- 
ticularly in years, and the respective duties and civilities of life, 
which are founded in reciprocal necessity, and make virtue 
amiable. Under this article I include everything that the 
French call les petites morales. Above all things, endeavour to 
inspire him with spirit to speak truth upon every occasion, and 
show him that you are readier to forgive a fault than any 
attempt to conceal it, especially by falsehood. Mr, Locke’s 
observations upon these and other topics of behaviour are 
admirable. 

Instruction and correction of every sort should be accom- 
panied with a sort of reasoning and argument proportioned to 
the child’s understanding, that he may comprehend the recti- 
tude or necessity of what' he is ordered to do. The natural 
curiosity of children should be encouraged, and always satisfied 
by direct answers. Your conversation should always be plain 
and direct, not figurative ; for children take everything in the 
direct sense, and therefore you are to be very cautious what you 
or any of your family say in their presence. 

Be moderate and exact in the distribution of rewards, that the 
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children may set so much the higher value upon them. A 
peevish master, who is incessantly chiding his scholars for 
trifling faults, is disabled from expressing proper censure of 
great ones. This I know is an error into which you, of all men, 
are the least likely to fall. 

All tliat remains for me now is to wish you success in yonr 
undertaking, and to assure you that I shall not think your 
lalmurs rewarded by any salary that I can pay you ; hut that 
you will be entitled to my everlasting gratitude and esteem. 

I am, &c., 

P. Frai^'cis. 


^ Dos Tage le plus tenclre on respecte en eux (les sauvages de I’Amerique) 
lour iiidiSpeiidance iiaturelle. .Taniais on ne les bat, jamais on ne les grondo, 
pour ne pas abattre cet esprit libre et martial, qiii doit former un jour la base 
de leiir caractere. On ovite meme dVmployer des raisons trop fortes pour 
les persuader, pareeque ce serait xme espece de violence qu'on ferait a leur 
volontc. — Kaynal, c. 28. 
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No. X. 

The letters of Francis to Alexander Macrabie in America, 
and to Fichard Tilgliman after be had returned there 
(extending from 1767 to 1773) are printed in their places 
in the Memoir. I have thought it best to give the other 
side of the correspondence collectively and separate, so as 
not to interrupt the biography of Francis himself. They 
are here printed, with one or two from other American 
relatives. They add something to our knowledge of life 
in the British provinces just before Independence. 

Letter I. 

On board tbe Dragon : 13tb Sept. 1767. 

My dear Brother, — About a month ago I informed you of my 
safe arrival at Madeira, in a very foolish drunken letter from 
that island ; at least, I conceive so from the condition we all 
found ourselves in when we returned on board. Depend upon 
it, I shall never write to you again in that state. I am de- 
termined to be very regular in America. 

This voyage seems like a gap in life — it furnishes nothing. 
We have now been thirty-one days out of sight of every object 
but sky and water, and when it will be at an end God knows* 

The winds have not favoured us greatly, being for the most 
part so calm, that the voyage hitherto might have been per- 
formed safely in the ship’s boat, I can’t tell if we may charge 
the tediousness of our passage to the captain’s neglecting an 
image of St. Antonio, recommended to him at Madeira. St. 
Antonio is the patron of Eoman Catholic sailors; none of their 
ships will sail without him ; they tie him to their mainmast. 
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and are very constant in their adorations to him. If he procures 
them a fair wind, they reward his kindness with a taper; but if 
the contrary, with a rope’s end, 

Madeira is a vast rock in the midst of the ocean — they say 
about the size of the Isle of Wight. Tho’ entirely mountainous, 
it is extremely fertile in vines, and produces also abundance of 
fleas and lizards. I am told it contains about 120,000 in- 
habitants, I hardly saw a woman in the place ; the Portuguese, 
you know, look up all that are worth seeing. Their bishop is 
so very strict he will not allow any of the nuns to appear, even 
at the grate of their convents, but such as are old and ugly. 
These are a kind of gentlewomen I don’t desire the least 
correspondence with, so did not pay them a visit. 

In a large convent of Franciscan friars I went through, there 
were some jolly old fathers, who live very comfortably; at least, 
their kitchen convinced me that starving is ho favourite penance 
with them. You have seen so much of the richness and splen- 
dour of the Eomish churches, that I need not say anything 
about them. These which I saw, tho’, to be sure, very mean in 
comparison of what you have met with in Paris and Lisbon, 
amazed me. 

The people of Madeira are extremely anxious about the 
success of our embassy to Lisbon. They expect every con- 
cession on the side of the Portuguese, whose American posses- 
sions, in case of a rupture with England, they think would bid 
fair to change their master. Indeed, if they are all as slightly 
defended as that island, they would not require any great force 
to effect it. Here is an affectation of forts, but they are very 
contemptible. The soldiers look like starved footmen. 

We were dressed out in swords and bag-wigs, and all that — 
everybody dresses there. I took our barber for the Corregidore ; 
he came in full trimmed suit of black, a long wig, and a sword. 
Who do you think was the reigning toast at Madeira? — Miss 
Pigou, who used to be at Hampstead. The ship she went to 
the East Indies in touched there. All the merchants of the 
place are in love with her. 


Saturday, 19th September 17G7. 

We have just seen land — a comfortable sight after five weeks’ 
absence from any shore, I can’t write or do anything. 
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Pliiladelpliia : Stli October. 

Thank Grod, I am safely arrived here, and in good healtli, 
tho’ not so soon as we expected. The first land wo inad<' was 
Virginia; and tho wind falling' calm, we were four days more 
getting to the mouth of the river Delaware. We landed forty 
miles below this city, at a town called ISTewcavStle, where we 
swallowed cream and bread-and-butter anti new-laid eggs like so 
many devils. But I must not give you any account of America in 
this letter; indeed, I have not time, for after the arrival of packet, 
they only allow ns time enough to answer letters biTore the 
mail is dispatched hack again to New York. I believe I t(dd 
you I was very sick for a week after I came on board ; after 
that I had an amazing appetite, and eat and drank at such a 
rate, that when I attempted to put on my clotheri (which I had 
no occasion for during the last month at sea) I could hardly 
button them. 

I have read a great deal this voyage ~a great deal of Swift, 
a great deal of Pope, half the History of England, and Count 
Grrammont over and over. There is nothing pleases me more 
than that book. Do buy me now and then a clever French 
book, and anything new you think I can understand. Yori are a 
better judge of both my capacity and of what I can afford to 
lay out in that way, than I am. Pray don’t forget that you are 
to make me a present every year of one of your Court Calendars ; 
yours are the best of any. 

Governor Hamilton is not yet arrived, but expected every 
hour. A ship arrived here yesterday morning which sailed from 
the Downs at the same time with him. The people here have 
got it in their heads that he brings a woman with him — not a 
wife— and that she is to preside at his ta])le, and a deal of 
nonsense ; they are dragons for politicks and scandal. 

We hear Sir Plarry Moore is superseded in his government 
of New York, and is going home ; that a colonial clerk is ap- 
pointed in his room ; that Lord Holland is now the leading man 
in the ministry, and granting lands in America like dirt I 
wish he would give you a grant when his hand is in. ’Tis the 
only country in the world to wish for possessions in, to my 
mind* 

Mr* Neave has taken a house here — a very pleasant one, with , 
a great many fine trees hanging over it, a little garden, and 
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good stabling. We breakfast comfortably, and always dine 
witH somebody or other. They drink too much, but everything 
is extremely good. 

We have races here next week, and a review, and plays. 
This is the busiest season in Philadelphia — the election, and 
annual meeting of the Quakers ; a very full town. 

I must now make an end of this long, dull chit-chat letter ; 
I don’t like it myself, 

I wish you would write to me often, that I may improve. I 
have wrote a long letter to Fulham, which I have enclosed in 
this, and beg you will send there. 

I shall write next pacquet to my sister ; my love to her. God 
bless my three little girls. 

Farewell, my dearest Philip. 

You know how truly I am your affectionate, 

A. Mackeaby. 


Lbttek II. 


Bristol : 20tli January 1768. 

My dear Philip, — I wrote you last week, but cannot exactly 
recollect what day; I sent it to New York, to Mr. Neave, to 
forward by a private ship. This goes by the paquet, which is 
bixt just arrived, and will be dispatched again directly. J have 
so little time to write this and several other letters, that I am 
forced to steal an hour from company at an inn, where I put up 
on my return from a visit to Mr. Franklyn, governor of the 
province of Jersey, to whom I was introduced yesterday by a 
friend of his and mine. He is a son of Dr. Franklin’s, of Phil- 
adelphia, whom all the world knows. But perhaps you may 
have seen this gentleman in England, He is a very sensible 
agreeable man, and behaved with the utmost politeness to 
us ; entertained us at his house till this day. I could hardly 
find myself out this morning in a most elegant crimson silk 
damask bed. 

The November paquet is just arrived, I have received a 
letter from my father, in which he informs me that you and 
my sister and the little folks are all well. I rejoice at it. The 
October pacquet is not yet come in, perhaps it may bring a 
letter from you. I hear there is a good deal of public news. 
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but I hare not yet seen any papers. I am informed there are 
three new governments forming upon the frontiers. When'they 
take place I wish they may not meet with interruption from 
the Indians, who begin to be very unquiet. I think I men- 
tioned in my last some encroachments made upon their hunting 
grounds by white people, which they complain highly of. We 
have fresh accounts every day of murders among them. The 
assembled governors and the commander-in-chief are all anxious 
to put a stop to these irregularities, which if not soon done 
great confusion is apprehended. Objects so distant as these 
may not much engage the attention of people in England, 
but they are the constant and general topics here. I may cry 
out, ^ Happy is he who possesses nothing, for in the day of 
trouble he hath nothing to fear.’ 

If any one would tempt me with a very advantageous pro- 
posal, I should make little objection to settling upon the Ohio, 
or, indeed, any where to get money. I do not think the people 
here quite so mad as the good folks on your side of the water 
were some years before our time, with their famous Mississippi 
scheme, but you would really be amazed at the rapturous terms 
in which those who have been some hundred miles to the 
westward of this, speak of the country. As they advance 
inland the climate becomes more temperate and settled, the 
soil rich and fertile, producing spontaneously many useful 
herbs, plants and fruits, in many spots fine extensive tracts of 
open champain country, not loaded with useless woods as every 
part near the coast is — extremely troublesome and expensive 
to clear. We shall see what time will bring forth. 

I wish you could get a grant of land for yourself ; your chil- 
dren might reap the benefit of it, tho’ it might not turn to any 
immediate benefit for yourself. 

It is almost a proverb in this neighbourhood that ^ Every 
great fortune made here within these 50 years has been by 
land.’ I walked over the river Delaware this morning, where 
it is more than a mile broad, upon the ice ; carriages loaded at 
the same time passing to and fro. You may imagine in such a 
season, when all nature is locked up, there can be little here 
worth communicating. The amusement among the ladies of 
all ranks and ages is riding upon the snow in sleighs, a kind of 
open coach upon a sledge, drawn by a pair of horses. They 



APPENDIX* 


417 


make parties out of town in them, and drive at a prodigious 
rate.’ ’Tis pleasant enough. 

You must have read of the vast variety of religions and dif 
ferent persuasions in practice in this country, I heard the 
other day of a new sect, who call themselves Eogerines, from 
their principal, whose name is Eoger. They run about, stark 
naked, men and women, and profess to live in the state of pri- 
mitive innocence. In this country they go into churches and 
other religious meetings, where they dance about in an extra- 
ordinary manner, Billy to Betty, and cry out constantly, ^ Who 
can do as we do, and yet be pure and undefiled?’ This is a fact; 
but pray do not read it to any women. I have just room left 
to tell you, that I believe I owe my friend Tom Harris four 
guineas ; indeed I am almost sure of it. I have wrote to him 
concerning it. If you should see him and he has received my 
letter, I beg the favour of you to pay him that sum upon my 
account. 

If I have wrote any nonsense, let my hurry and having set in 
the corner of a room amongst a parcel of noisy men plead my 
excuse. My best love to the four ladies of your family. 

Adieu. Believe me with the greatest truth 

and warmest affection, ever yours, 

A. Mackhiby. 


Lettbe HI. 

Pbiladelphia : 18th February 1768. 

Dear Brother, — I am unwilling to let slip this first opportunity 
of writing by a London ship immediately from this port, which 
has been blocked up above two months by ice. 

Your letters are extremely pleasing when I get them, but 
they stay a confounded while by the way. That of Sept. 12th 
I only received last week. There was one inclosed from my 
sister, for which I shall acknowledge my obligation to her in 
one immediately addressed to herself, but it must be by the next 
vessel. I now write to both, not that I mean to scold her, as I am 
just going to do you for telling me ^ I shall have the particulars 
of your tour thro’ Flanders when we meet.’ Pray when do you 
suppose that will be? For the next line you say, ^ You long 

VOL. I. EE 
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prodigiously to hear how I play the devil in Philadelphia.’ 
I wish Mr. ISTeave, when he returns from New York, may not 
think I have been playing the devil, for in the three months lie 
has been absent I have made about throe times as many ac- 
quaintance as he has done in so many years. I dine with 
governors, colonels, and the Lord knows who. I have seen 
G-overnor Hamilton three or four times, and have dined with 
him twice. He does not live in town, but at a noble seat about 
a mile and a half from the city. I find very agreeable society 
in an acquaintance with some nepheAvs of his. I Inive, 1 think, 
mentioned more than once the pleasure I have received thro’ 
your connection, and the civilities shewn me. Upon my soul 
you are a very tine family, if you did but know it. A cousin of 
3 ours, who is to be married here next week to one of the sons of 
the Chief Justice of the Province, is a charming woman, tho’ 
not in my opinion so amiable as another pretty cousin of yours 
whom I hope to dance with at the assembly to-morrow. 

I am very much obliged by that letter Mr. Doyly had the 
goodness to procure from Sir J. Amherst to GenL Gage. It 
is indeed extremely civil; and I shall most certainly deliver it 
when I go to New York. You know his rank is very high in 
America, and all strangers wait on him. 

Here is arrived a young Scotch gentleman, Lord Eosehill, 
son of Lord Northesk ; he is under age, and married without 
his father’s consent, who sends him hither upon a very small 
allowance to repent at his leisure. He was an ensign in the 
25th Regiment; most people wait upon him. I give joii joy 
of your profit upon India stock, but let me at the same time 
give you a piece of advice, which is never to deal in that or any 
other stock but for money. You can then buy when yon 
please ; and keep it till 3 ^ou find a price to your mind. Buy 
when it falls, and sell when it gets up, and you must be a 
gainer; but the cursed gulph of speculations for time bull and 
bear-ing is only for people who have nothing to lose, Pavdomiez* 
moy^mon ami! I have a few interests of my own to attend to, 
and I can’t help being anxious for those of people I love. 

[Cbitty’s new business w^as upon the eve of beginning before 
I left you. Don’t you remember he used to consult his friends 
about a wig, like Foote’s auctioneer ? Pray bow does your 
Foote get on ? I suppose I shall have some talk about him if 
1 see Mr. O’Brien at New York. Did I never tell you I got a 
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letter from Geo. Cciuiek to O’Brien ? A gentleman was kind 
enough to ask it of bim for me. I left it at the Crown without 
my knowledge. I shall certainly know all the world. My 
father writes me word that Sam Tenth has married Molly, 
whom ho has been so long attached to. His father is at last 
reconciled to the match, and they are like to live in a very 
comfortable manner.] 

We have no talk here but about Indians, As that is a sub- 
ject in which you are not all interested, my telling you of 
murders and encroachments will afford you no amusement. 

In my letter by the paquet 1 desired you to pay Harris U, 4s, for 
me, I just now recollect my thirty pounds for that confounded 
bank-note. If the bank-note is entirely lost (which heaven 
grant) I shall be entitled to the monies in March. When I can 
meet with any one going to England, I will send you a power 
of attorney to receive it for me. Positively I never will leave 
London again in such hurry, or forget so many things. Adieu. 
Love to the ladies. I mean your lady and the young lady. 

I am, my dearest Philip, most affectionately yours, 

Alex, Mxckrabt. 


Letter IY. 

Philadelphia: 5th March 1768. 

Dear Brother, — I received with great pleasure your paquet 
of 5th and 12th December, forwarded from New York by CajDt. 
Maturin, thro’ the channel of Col. Wilkins of the Eoyal Irish, 
now here. It is possible Capt, hlaturin may have mentioned 
me in his letter to Col. Wilkins, who is alwa 3 !^s very civil to me. 
I knew him a little before. There never were such a set of 
topers as the officers of his regiment. The mess-rooms at the 
barracks are something like Circe’s cave, out of which no man 
ever returned upon two pegs. 

I thank you very sincerely for your promise of writing to me 
by every paquet, and I am as determined you shall hear from 
me at least as often. I wonder if the letter I wrote from the 
Madeiras ever came to hand ? It was to have been forwarded 
by way of Lisbon. ’Tis of no consequence now. The last I 
wrote you from hence was upon the 8th of February ; I sent by 
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the London paquetj Capt. Cooke. I have mentioned hefore 
how vei-y agreeable the reception I have met with from your 
cousins here, more particularly so, as it has introduced me to 
that kind of acquaintance which is the most difficult for a 
stranger to obtain ; but which is at the same time absolutely 
necessary to his comfort, where there are no public places of 
diversions ; I mean that of a few agreeable families for a dish 
of tea, and a dish of chat, without ceremony. I have also young 
men enough of my acquaintance. Taverns and coffee-houses 
are not so much frequented here as they are at London. I have 
one weekly club at a tavern, almost the only occasion on which 
I enter one. My expences are by these means moderate 
enough. I keep a good horse at a small charge, and have some 
very agreeable riding companions. With all these advantages 
you will pronounce me a happy fellow. I am tolerably so ; but 
yet do not want any vexation. I am too idle ; my sphere of 
action too circumscribed ; subordinate to a man whose abilities 
I cannot very highly admire ; who is too civil to have much 
sincerity, and too obstinate to let his natural indolence turn to 
any account ; who will neither act nor be guided ; slow, timid, 
irresolute. This is a petty reason, so hee'p it to yourself. ’Tis 
true what your cousin Tench tells you. The principal 
house with which we have business to transact has stopt pay- 
ment ; but it does not therefore follow that our stay is to be at 
all shorter, for tho’ we have been in this country near six 
months, their accounts (which are very considerable and intri- 
cate) yet remain unsettled and unexamined, to the no small 
surprise of the parties themselves and of me. By all that’s mad 
and foolish it is not my fault. I proposed measures at first, 
which were rejected because I proposed them. I have now only 
to obey, no very difficult task, especially as I am so well paid 
for it. But that’s their affair. They have brought me hither, 
and must maintain me. I do sincerely wish they would let me 
do them some real service. But why must I plague you with 
all this nonsense about myself? I shall only add, that I assure 
you, my friend, even if my present engagements should not 
detain me long here, I am in no hurry to return to England ; 
at least I am resolved first to try what this part of the globe 
can do for me. 

I observe from your lettera and others the Boston combina- 
tions# and the reception with which their resolutions met with 
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in Lpndon. I very sincerely believe that the province which I 
have hitherto been in, is the most moderate of any in its con- 
duct with regard to the mother country; but they have all too 
violent principles of independence. When I except the conduct 
of this province, I mean only in what relates to England ; 
for in its intestine divisions it is as eminent as any of them. I 
will look out for a conveyance, and send you an address or two of 
the House of Assembly, to the Grovernor, with the answers. The 
people, growing rich and powerful, feel themselves uneasy under 
the weak reins of a proprietary government, as they express it, and 
want to be under the more immediate protection of the Crown. 
Is not this a second part to the frogs in the fable ? 

You must have heard of the application made at home by 
Greneral Grage and Sir Henry Moore, about precedence at New 
York. I don’t mean upon their own accounts, as that, I believe, 
is a determined point ; but with respect to their ladies, who 
cannot agree which shall stand first couple in a country dance. 
To such lengths have their disputes been carried, that this 
winter there has not been any assemblies at all in New York. 
But unluckily two private balls have been given, at the first of 
which there were high words, and Lady Moore retired in a 
rage. At the other, which happened very lately, that lady, 
calling for Sir Henry’s support, involved him in a quarrel with 
an officer who presided, which has at last produced a formal 
challenge from the General to the Governor, who they say has 
prudently made the reply gracious, instead of the retort valiant. 

I am very sorry to hear of the attack your father has had of 
the palsey. You tell me he is pretty well recovered. I hope 
he may not have another stroke. ’Tis a shocking disorder. I 
think from its tedious and melancholy effects more terrible even 
than apoplexey. Your friends here say his brother had an 
attack of the same nature, when about his age. Your cousins 
mentioned to me that Col. Francis (Tench’s brother) has been 
much obliged to you for some assistance in the disposal of ex- 
change in Ms commission. I am very ready to give credit to 
them, for I know you love to do acts of kindness. 

I thank you heartily for your goodness to the family at Ful- 
ham, and I am glad that you approve of what I have engaged 
to do for them. I hope I may live, and always have the power 
to fulfill it. I remitted them twenty-five pounds in November, 
and shall send the same sum in about two months. I am 
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oblig<^d to you for the Court Calendar, and still more for your 
further offers upon the score of books, &c. The conve3"a.nce I 
'would recommend on such occasions is to send the things to the 
house of Messrs, Johnston & Jolly, merchants, in Fenchurch 
Street. I correspond constantly with Jolly iijjon subjects of 
business. Mercantile people are in the way of shipping things 
with ease. Your political postscripts will always afford me 
entertainment, nor need you either fear my quoting your 
authority or being infected wdth the rage of party. I am 
amused by such subjects, but no more seriously affected than 
yom wife would be, who, farther than your interests are con- 
cerned, cares nearly as much for a prime minister as she does 
for one of Harriet’s old stockings. I would not as a friend 
advise Mr. G. Grenville to come and pass a summer in North 
America. It might be unsafe. 

I cannot help laughing at your account of the dissensions in 
that little state. Covent Garden Theatre, eiitre nous. I believe 
friend Harris has had something to do in all Mr. Lessingham's 
affairs. I heard so a twelvemonth ago. I expect a letter from 
him soon. I agree with you they must be mad if they 
cannot sit quietly down and divide the spoil. I suppose 
Garrick plays away this year like a dragon. Did Foote clear 
much in the Haymarket ? 

I am just going to 'write to Mr. Chandler. I wish he would 
lend me a thousand pounds to trade with. He was very general 
in his offers of friendship to me, but perhaps would think me 
too particular if I should put it to the test in that shape. I 
will not run the risk of offending him hj the question. I don’t 
know if anything can make Mrs. Chandler perfectly happy. She 
has long seemed to enjoy every comfort riches can give. The 
noble house you describe will be an object for some time ; but 
everything loses its value after a long enjoyment, I am sure I 
find it so in many things. Some pairs of silk stockings which I 
greatly admired, and have long been intimate with, are now be- 
come so unpleasing to my eyes, that I am resolved to see but half 
of them at a time, meaning to cover the lower parts, in which are 
many apparent marks of venerable age, with a kind of half spat- 
ter-dashes of black cloth in vogue here. I must have some new 
ones for holiday and fine weather. I will therefore trouble you 
to buy six pairs agreeable to pattern I shall send you very 
soon. 
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10th March. 

I mean now to pnt a finish to this letter for the pacquet. I 
had like not to have noticed your trip to Bath for the Christmas 
holidays ; besides the tour of Flanders in the summer. Courage, 
'inon (tuii f I fancy messieurs the whist-players at the Crown 
have l)(*ea out of luck lately. We have just now an account of 
great Ministerial changes and a new Parliament-Secretary for 
the colonies. Here is a parcel of nonsense buzzing about of 
wars and tumults. The King of Prussia and the Dutch, and I 
don't know what all. I don’t care half so much about the 
nations upon earth as I do for your health, welfare, and hap- 
piness. That they may all remain fixed upon the best and 
firmest basis is the wish and prayer of him who is, my dear 
Philip, 

Unutterably yours, 

Alex. Mackraby. 


Letter V. 

Philadelphia: 0th March 17G8. 

Dear Sister, — You are very kind in telling me you will in 
general look upon my letters to my brother as answers to those 
I may also have the pleasure of receiving from you. If a 
number of my letters to you were wanting to give proof of my 
affection, I should write often ; but I hope that test is not 
necessary. I would wish to entertain you, if possible, with my 
correspondence ; but at this place and at this season there is so 
little of anything amusing, that it is with the utmost difficulty 
(or, as Philip says, with ^ mere pulling and bawling ’) I can 
furnish out matter for one letter; and, upon my modesty, I 
have two more to write by the Spanish pacquet after I finish 
this. I have your kind favours of the 12th September and 12th 
December, which came to my hands about the same periods as 
if they had been dispatched on the 12th November and Decem- 
ber, such is the uncertainty of winds and waves. I am charmed 
with your accounts of the three dear little girls. I know you 
are quite impartial. I often think of them ; if they continue to 
improve, and at the same rate, it will be unsafe to be acquainted 
with them some years hence. Should you know (which I hope 
you do not) any ladies who wish to be married and are not so. 
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advise them to come to this country, where they depend upon 
getting husbands immediately. The good people are marrying 
one another as if they had not a day to live. I alledge it to a 
plot against the State, and that the ladies (who are all politicians 
in America) are determined to raise young rebels to tiglit against 
old England. 

I am very much obliged to all my friends for their kind 
enquiries. If there should by chance two or three people 
beside our own family who yet remember me, and wish to hear 
of my welfare, please to tell them 1 am alive and hearty, fat 
and well liking ; and tho’ I never can see England but in my 
dreams, I often think of it with pleasure. 

I thank you much for executing my little commission at 
Christmas. All my letters from home, tho’ in general pleasing, 
have some little alloy of pain. Colds and swelled legs or 
faces, rheumatic twitches, and so forth ; these things must be. 
I have my little grumblings sometimes ; but have 1 not at the 
same time great, very great, cause to be thankful for many 
blessings I enjoy, which in the ordinary course of things I had 
no title to expect at this time ? We are all, thro’ the divine 
goodness, secure to he as blessed as we can fear. I think to copy 
this into my Fulham letter. I don’t know that I have philo- 
sophised so much of a long time. 

Pray (as old Polonius says) when you was young and in 
love,’ did you approve of serenading ? It is extremely in vogue 
here now. The manner is as follows : We, with four or hve 
young officers of the regiment in barracks, drink as hard as we 
can, to keep out the cold, and about midnight sally hnih, 
attended by the band, which consists of ten musicians, horns, 
clarinets, hautboys, and bassoons, march thro’ the streets, and 
play under the window of any lady you choose to distinguish ; 
which they esteem a high compliment. In about an hour all 
the blackguards who sleep upon bulks, with gentlemen of a 
certain profession who sweeten the streets at night, are col- 
lected round, drawn by that charm which * soothes a savage 
breast,’ and altogether make it extremely agreeable in a fine 
frosty morning. I have been out twice, and only once got 
a violent cold by it, I sometimes get into parties of whist 
at night, and was very successful at first — had got about tea 
guineas of winning; but I am now pretty near even again. 
We have no plays or public diversions of any kind; not so 
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much as a walk for the ladies, that there is no opportunity 
of s’eeing them hut at church, or their own houses, or once 
a fortnight at the assembly. I have been to some of their 
assemblies, and have danced once with a charming girl, a 
cousin of yours ; but you never saw her, nor in all likelihood 
ever will. I shall therefore only tell you I was very happy, 
and very much envied. This is not the season to get furs from 
the Indian country, and when they do come I don’t know 
if there are any fit for ladies’ wear; but I am determined 
at some time or other to send you something to remember me 
by, if it should even be a bear, as O’Brien did to your friend 
Foote. 

When you see Sir. Fitzpatrick, Eoberts, Slarsh, or Grainer, 
give my love to them. I would send it by Philippe’s letter, but 
I knew he would drop it out and forget to deliver it ; and please 
to remember always that you can hardly think of anybody who 
loves you more warmly and sincerely than does, 

Sly dearest Betsy, 

To Sirs. Francis. Alex. SIackkaby. 


Letter VI. 

New York : 4tli June 1768. 

Dear Brother, — I did not write you by the last pacquet, 
being in daily expectation of setting out for this city, and con- 
sequently desirous of furnishing matter of more entertainment 
for my next letter by that change of place. I am but just 
arrived, and find a ship on the point of sailing for London. I 
have therefore little to say, but that I have been eat up almost 
by mosquitoes on the road. You must have felt the venom of 
those cursed insects in Portugal. I am so mauled that I don’t 
know if my legs will be fit to appear in public to-morrow ; if 
they should, I wait upon the General and Captain Slaturin, I 
shall likewise deliver your letter to Mr. Atche Thompson, who 
is a considerable merchant here. I was very fortunate in my 
company hither. I came with a young gentleman of one of the 
first families in the city, who has lately married a very pretty 
agreeable girl in Philadelphia ; so that I shall get into parties 
l)Oth male and female while I continue among them. We met 
Captain Francis upon the road, but I did not know him. I 
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hope to see him in less than a fortnight in Pluladelpliia. Ills 
character makes me very desirous of an acquaintance with him, 
and I am not upon bad terms Avith his family. This is an 
advantage I have to thank you for, as well as for almost every 
other which does me credit on this side of the water ! Your 
kind offer of an asylum if I should he driven back to my native 
soil obliges me very much. I am truly sensible of your friend- 
ship. 

I cannot form any scheme of settlement yet, tho’ I have 
already perceived my present engagement will not open to any- 
thing permanent. Perhaps it may be depended on for some 
months or a year longer. I am endeavouring to save a little 
fund, if possible, to ramble upon ; for I am determined not to 
return to England speedily — at least while America or the West 
Indies promise any feasible scheme. I know you sympathise 
with me in all my ups and downs ; you shall always be made 
acquainted with my plans. 

The devil take my bank-note, and the man who picked it up ! 
I wish he was bitten all over with mosquitoes, and that I had 
the scratching of him ! You will certainly be right in making 
a purchase of lands in America, and no time so proper as the 
present. They are to be had at a lower rate now than could have 
been at any period for years past, owing to the extreme scarcity 
of money. Your coz. the Captain, I dare say, is a good judge 
of situations. I wait impatiently for those pamphlets of Harris 
and Eutherford. Pray how do people manage that affair of 
duels ? I have read of five hundred, and I think, except that 
of John Wilkes’s, cannot recollect many that were attended with 
bloodshed. Vraiment, d^est tres commode ! 

So Master Wilkes has got in at last. I suppose he has not 
obtained pardon; you would have mentioned it if he had. 

I said before I am but just arrived here. This 

is a better place for company and amusements than Phil- 
adelphia ; more gay and lively. I have already seen some pretty 
women. 

You may tell my sister that I get acquainted with families, 
and drink tea, and play at cards ; and go about to assemblies 
dancing minuets. I shall hardly get any dancing here. It is 
growing very hot, and Sir Harry Moore is gone back into 
the country ; they say land jobbing. I am stunned with the 
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firing of guns and crackers, on account of the King’s birthday ; 
all the town illiuninated. The General makes all the officers 
in tlie town drunk at his house. I have nothing new, but hope 
to have a great deal more to write to you when I have seen 
something of New York. 

A Mr. Andrew Seton, who was a bankrupt about twelve 
months ago in London (my sister knows his wife), is just 
arrived here with his family — six children ; and has alread}^ 
purchased an estate, to cost him about five thousand pounds. 
Is not that ^vorth breaking for ? This is a fact. 

We expect the pacquet every hour. I shall write to you by 
her, and shall there address (as I will always in future) to you 
under the Secretary of War’s cover. My having paid postage 
for the first I sent led me into a foolish mistake, and made me 
apprehend that it would be charged all the way ; but I now find 
it is only between Philadelphia and New York. Farewell then 
for the present, my dearest friend. 

I am ever most affectionately yours, 

A. Macekabt. 


Love to my sister and the pickyninnies. 

I shall address this as formerly, as it goes by a private ship. 
Those gentry have sometimes the politesse to open letters which 
they think may contain public business. 


Letteb VIL 

New York: 13th June 1768. 

My dear Philip, — I wrote to you eight days since by the 
^ York,’ Capt. Lawrence. I have just now received yours of 1(5 
April by the pacquet. I am upon the point of returning to 
Philadelphia, and shall set out to-morrow. The novelty oi this 
place made me think it more enchanting at first than I now 
find it. As to its situation, it affords nothing extraordinary but 
the North rivei', which is navigable for large sloops 170 miles 
up the country, and by its junction with smaller streams, opens 
a vast communication with the interior parts. This, you know, 
is a great advantage, and makes lands above much more valu- 
able. Our river at Philadelphia, tho’ a mile broad at the ycit 
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is not navigable more than thirty miles above it. With regard to 
the people^ manner, living, and conversation, one day shows you 
as much as fifty. Here are no diversions at all at present. The 
plays are ovei', and I told you some time since the cause of 
there being no assemblies. I have gone dining about from 
house to house, but meet with the same dull round of topics 
everywhere — lands, Madeira wine, fishing parties, or politics, 
make up the sum total. They have a vile practice here, which 
is peculiar to this city : I mean that of playing at back-gammon 
(a noise I detest), which is going forward in the public coffee- 
houses from morning till night, frequently ten or a doxeu tables 
at a time. I think a single man in America is one of the must 
wretched beings I can conceive; yet our friend Atchy Thompson 
is still a batchelor ; hut he talks of going to Europe immediately 
upon the return of his partner, I believe to settle in Ireland or 
London. He is a good-natured youth, and I believe in a very 
good way; at least I can answer for his having a good house 
and good wine. 

I waited on General Gage, and had the honour of some con- 
versation with him. It was lucky I went at the time I did, as 
he has been out of town almost ever since. So has Captain 
Maturin ; but he paid me a visit this morning, and with the 
extremest politeness told me how much he was concerned at 
my departure ; that he hoped to have had the honour of seeing 
me at his house; that he will be always proud of an opportunity 
to show any civilities to Mr. Francis’s friends, and that I may 
depend upon his forwarding my letters constantly. In fact he 
is a very agreable well-bred man, and his lady a pretty woman. 

I wish I could have been better acquainted with him, which I 
certainly will whenever I come to New York again. By the by, 
you tell me in your last that you had inclosed a letter from 
him, which I did not receive.. I only mentioned this to be 
beforehand with your Infallibilityship, as it is a thousand to 
one I make some greater neglect before our correspondence is 
many months older. 

We have just now got an account of Wilkes’s surrender on the 
20th April. Who will say that British liberty is at the last 
gasp, when our publick streets at noon day give such evident 
and glaring proofs of the contrary ? I am still anxious to know 
what will be the end of it. 

The overthrow of your carriage alanned me much. Poor < 
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Betsy imist have been sadly frighted! I hope you will at 
least get a new coach as damages from the waggoner. 

The old gentleman is a perfect dragon at letter-writing, and I 
assure you uses very good paper. By my soul^ it gives me 
extreme pleasure to find they are so happy. If the Chr. con- 
tinue their inclination, and I my abilities, I trust they will be 
long so. I live a tolerably jolly life, but I see no prospect of 
getting rich. Plague take this subordination, I want to make 
a ramble about 200 miles up the country. Sir Wm. Johnson 
holds a congress of a vast number of Indian tribes. Governor 
is going up thither, and a great many strangers, I have a 
violent curiosity to see something of that nature, but have had 
no opportunity yet. I must and will save a little money for 
amusements by and by. Heavens I what an immense country 
this is! If I should meet with two or three disappointments, 
I don’t know but I may set down upon a tract and plant 
cabbages. 

I have been writing to Mr. Alderman Kirkman, and recom- 
mending a purchase of lands to him. That youth begins early 
with his honours in the City. Pray does he play at whist at 
the Crown now? I rejoice in Oliver’s recovery, and I am 
determined to write him so. 


16th June. 

I am here still. There never was such uncomfortable weather. 
It has blown a hurricane these two days, and rained constantly. 
I am prevented crossing the ferry to set out for Philadelphia. 
So uncertain is this climate, that in the morning you may wear 
a suit of cloth cloathes, at noon sit in your shirt with windows 
and doors open, and in the evening of the same day wrap 
yourself up in a fur cloak. I wish I had on^ here now. 

Among the many disputes in this and the more northern 
parts of America, the religious are not the least. The zealous 
member^ of the Church of England are full of apprehensions at 
the great and growing power of the Presbyterians. Don’t 
imagine that I mean in any matters that regard salvation ; that 
aflFair might have been left to shift for itself at doomsday. The 
alarm was taken at an election lately ; since which the parties 
have raged with tolerable violence. The Church people, con- 
scious that the Presbyterians, who have the appointment of 
their own ministers, must always outnumber them, are desirous 
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of having some person here vested with the power of ordination 
— blit they don’t like a bishop, nor ecclesiastical courts, in 
short, they don’t know what they want. You remember Dean 
Swift was to have been made Bishop of Virginia. The Presby- 
terians should not be allowed to grow too great. They are all 
of republican principles. The Bostonians are Presbyterians, 
Now I talk of Church matters, pray where is Eosenliagen I 
am fearful he is very inattentive to his flock in Florida. We 
just now hear that Major Eogers has been playing the devil at 
his fort, and that he had a scheme of seizing another, and giving 
up both to the Indians to plunder. It is said he is coming 
down here in irons. 

I must have now done. I am afraid all this nonsense will 
tire you, but ’tis the best matter I have. So as you can get no 
more of the cat than the skin, you must take the will for tlie 
deed. I am just setting out for Philadelphia upon a hired 
horse, full speed. 

So farewell at once, my dear brother. 

I am most affectionately and cordially yours, 

A. Mackuaby. 

Positively I must give you the trouble of the inclosed for my 
father. I send him a bill in it, which will make postage come 
high by the pacquet. 


Letter VIIL 

Philadolpliia : 17tli August I7G8. 

My dear Brother, — I wrote you by the last pacquet, which 
dispatched from New York in June, and the May pac(iuet is 
but just arrived here. It brings me your favour of 14tb May. 
We had not received any accounts from England for so long a 
time, that we began to think the winds and waves had combined 
to complea.t the separation that politics had begun. You out-do 
us altogether in riots and combinations. God knows how it 
will end. We have nothing new in this quarter, not even in 
public matters. Moderation is our system. 

I am very fond of your cousin the Colonel. We have been 
taking a ramble together sixty miles up the country — the first 


^ Eoseukageii was at this time a chaplain in the army. 
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inland view I have had of it. Our chief object was Bethlehem 
(not of Judea, but), a settlement of Moravians, about a thousand 
in number. This little society live together upon a plan very 
like that of the Jesuits in Paraguay: a religious government. 
They have among them mechanics and manufacturers of every 
kind necessary for their own accommodation, and, I believe, 
the most compleat farm in America. They have their own 
schools, which are not contemptible, their own language, own 
customs and religion. Music, in which they are almost all 
proficients, is an article of their religion. So far, state is a 
natural one; but the poor devils have no property ; the labours 
(if each individual being dedicated to the general advantage of 
the community, from whose stock each has his portion of 
necessary comforts (not even excepting their wives) allotted 
a('cordiug to the pleasure of the directing fathers. The children 
are the children of the State. I need not tell you they are 
not free agents, as you know well enough it is nothing but 
property can make us so. 

I thank you for your care and punctuality in the execution 
of my commissions. I wish I may see the books this summer. 
Jolly writes me the ships are detained in the river by this 
insurrection of the sailors, and that business of every kind is in 
a manner at a stand. You are a sort of physician to the State, 
and are more engaged in proportion as its disorders increase. I 
suppose you will be putting us Americans to our purgations 
shortly. 

This is a very capital billiard match you write me of. I am 
anxious to know the event, and 111 lay a wager youll have 
forgotten by the time you write me again. I have just sub- 
scribed to a billiard table, tho’ I never play. I like the party 
so well that I don’t grudge my 40s. Forty shillings Philadelphia 
currency is about twenty-four sterling. This currency matter 
is a great convenience, for if I spend nominally my whole 
appointment, I lay by above sixty pounds in every hundred. 
This is a speculation, you’ll please to observe ; the fact is, I lay 
by very little. Plague take it, I shall never be rich. 

Colonel and I are to have some talk about lands, and are both 
to write to you upon the subject. I believe he will purchase as 
soon as he can meet with a spot to his mind. Poor fellow, he 
has had a terrible fit of the rheumatism, but is now better. 

I am never sick, and but seldom sorry. Farewell, my friend. 



432 


APPENDIX. 


Give my best love to my sister, and teach your children to 
remember me in their prayers. 

So God bless you all, says 

Your faithful 

A, Mackrabt. 


Letter IX. 

Philadelphia : 2nd January 17G9. 

My dear Brother, — I have received yours of the 13th of 
August, and since that the Dissensions of Coleman and Harris — 
where Gods meet Gods and jostle in the dark’ — and I have 
wrote both to you and your wife within these two months ; and 
pray, Mr. Francis, wh}^ an’t I to have a letter by this pacquet 
as well as the Colonel ? Why, sir, I have been in the company 
of the Duchess of Gordon as well as he, — and I supped t'other 
night with Colonel Scott, who is worth three hundred thousand 
pounds ; and more, sir, if he loves you half so well as I do — 
why then — the devil fetch me. 

I long to know if my sister is brought to bed, and I long to 
hear that she has got a son. 

I am quite tired of plodding for ever in this confounded 
Quaker town. Plague take it ! I work without getting rich. 
You can never have had a party in a sleigh or sledge, for I re- 
collect it was summer when you were in Holland. I had a very 
clever one a few days ago. Seven sleighs with two ladies and 
two men in each, preceded by fidlers on horseback, set out to- 
gether upon a snow of about a foot deep on the roads, to a 
public-house a few miles from town, where we danced, sung, 
and romped and eat and drank, and kicked away care from 
morning till night, and finished our frolic in two or three side 
boxes at the play. 

You can have no idea of the state of the pulse seated with 
pretty women, mid deep in straw, your body armed with furs 
and flannell, clear air, bright sunshine, and spotless sky, horses 
galloping, every feeling turned to joy and jollity! I wished 
heartily to have had you amongst us, and so did cousin Patty. 

The family here are in daily expectation of Mr. Tench Francis’s 
arrival. I fancy he will come in good spirits, for from what I 
hear Ms affairs have turned out more fortunately than was 
expected. 
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I suppose you know the Colonel Scott who is here; his regi- 
ment is in this country. He is reported to be extremely rich — 
no bad iutroductioii, let me tell you, anywhere ! But he is, be- 
sides that, a frank agreeable man. He is much esteemed in this 
place, where he has been two or three weeks, and is setting out 
for a tour through all the southern provinces. But what is all 
this to you ? you’ll say. 

Our friends at Boston have been kicking against the pricks, 
but seem pretty quiet now. If yo!i send any troops here, do 
set them about making new roads, for I can’t get a ride since 
the snow left us, if it were for my life; and I am all head-aches, 
and rheumatisms, and cold. See what stupid work I have made 
of this letter, writing things twice over, and scratching out, and 
the Lord knows what. But charge to the account of indisposi- 
tion and fatigue, and not to 

Your ever faithful and affectionate 

Alex. Mackraby. 

Love to sister and little ones. 


Letter X. 

Philadelphia : 28th Januaiy 17G9. 

My dear Brother, — I wrote you by the lastpacquet, and now 
have yours of the 10th Sept., and 5ih Oct., and 2nd Novemb. 
before me. I give you joy of your son. I don’t know how you 
feel on the occasion, but methinks I seem a greater man now 
I am uncle to a nephew. I am informed your daughters are 
most accomplished young women. My father writes me he is 
their tutor for languages, and takes especial cai*e to make them 
speak plain and distinctly. I don’t doubt but like poor la 
Fleur, he has ^ toutes les dispositions qu’on peut avoir ; — mais — ’ 
in short, I hope he will have better success with them than he 
has had with his son. 

I have got a little box which shall be sent you by a ship from 
this port, in about a week. It contains something from the 
Colonel — don’t know what. That cousin of yours and I have 
had some converse about lands. He is managing his own 
matters in that way, and has promised to take care of a thousand 
acres for you. I have on my part engaged that the money for 
the charge, whatever they are, shall be forthcoming. .... 
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Letter XI. 

Pliiladelphia : lOtli August 1709. 

My dear Brother, — I have yours hy the IMay and June pac- 
quets now before me, a.nd I thank you for your anecdott's. You 
seem to think such matters of no great consequence, but. I 
assure you they are. Every paccpiet gives me the dignity of an 
oracle. ‘Mack, what do your lettem say? You must have 
news ? and your intelligence is the best, &c.’ Tour ministerial 
gentry will not gain their point with all their promises. The 
Eesolvers are very steady, and have newly determined not to 
abate in the smallest degree till the Acts are actually repealed. 
By the by, we have had two or three very odd occurrences upon 
the subject of importations. 

A discontented gentleman made a purchase of a Cheshire 
cheese last week; and another malcontent thought to drown 
his resentments in a hogshead of English Entire Butt. These 
delicacies happened unfortunately to be shipped from Europe 
after the Resolutions on this side had transpired, and in conse- 
quence Messrs, of the Committee took the liberty to interfere. 
The purchasers made a gallant stand in defence of their bellies, 
but their opposition was vain. Hard words and bad names flew 
about in support of Liberty. They cursed and swore, kicked 
and cuffed and pulled noses ; but the catastrophe was, that the 
prisoners were regaled with one and t’other — I mean the cheese 
and porter — qualified with two dollars worth of bread. They 
have sent away a ship loaded with malt to-day. Nobody could 
either buy or store it. 

Mr. Neave and I are upon the point of withdrawing ourselves 
from this busy scene, and retiring for a few weeks into the 
woods. We shall quarter ourselves upon your cousin Tubby in 
the course of our peregrination. You shall hear by and by how 
he lives, and I am of opinion that we shall eat our meat with 
little sauce but hunger. I shall write you again before we set 
out, and for the present must take my leave. So farewell at once. 

Yours ever, 

A. Macesabt. 

We are all panting with heat, the glass from 92° to 95° — ^and 
yet the mad people will marry in spite of it. I sleep upon the 
floor for coolness, and almost perish under the weight of a single 
sheet. 
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Lettek XII, 

PliiladelpHa : 2nd December 1769, 

My dear Brother, — 

As the matter for most of my letters generally grows out of 
your own, you may expect me to be at this instant as barren as 
you please of subject; I shall therefore, for want of a better, give 
you a recipe for the care of a drunken servant, as I am prac- 
tising it at present upon a fellow of mine. Don’t beat them, for 
that I know does no good. Lament their situation, send them 
to bed, and the next day begin with an emetic, the more nau- 
seous it is the better ; when that ceases to operate, a strong 
cathartic will generally eompleat the cure and repentance ; but 
in case of a relapse, a large blister between the shoulders is a 
sovereign remedy for these dram-atic fevers, I hope in the case 
now before me, the latter may be needless. You can have no 
idea of the plague we have with servants on this side the water. 
If you bring over a good one he is spoilt in a month. Those 
born in the country are insolent and extravagant. The imported 
Dutch are to the last degree ignorant and awkward. The Irish 
(upon which establishment my gentleman is) are generally 
thieves, and particularly drunkards; and the negroes stupid 
and sulky, and stink damnably. We have tried them all round, 
and this is the sum total of my observations, Hhe devil take the 
hindmost.’ 

I wrote my father, by a merchant ship last week, a letter at 
least as long as this. If my sister will oblige so much as to in- 
form him I will write him a long letter by the next pacquet, 
and to tell him the occasion of my being prevented writing by 
this, I will thank her. 

My love to her, and Grod bless you all. 

Adieu, my dearest friend. I am ever your affectionate, 

A. Mackeabt. 


My dear Friend, — 


Lettee XIII. 

Philadelphia : 12th December 1769, 


The only point of appearance in which Maryland differs from 
this province, is, that there they have not any large towns. The 
rivers, and their navigable branches, are so numerous, that the 

r r 2 
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gentlemen of that country live generally upon their own plan- 
tations^ and keep negroes to cultivate tobacco and other 'pro- 
duce. The tobacco season was just over when I went down, 
but I saw some little growing. Its appearance when green is 
just like that of some large docks which grow in marshy lands. 
They plant it in single stalks, very tedious and troublesome in 
its culture. 

They are of late years getting more into the cultivation of 
wheat. What do you think of one person having more than 
800 acres in wheat, and as much more in Indian corn, and half 
that quantity besides in tobacco? This is at 15 bushels per 
acre, and 5s. per bushel makes no contemptible income. Lei 
me tell you, old friend, a good American estate is a very good 
thing. Were it not that the expensive hospitable manner 
in which everybody lives here (for you may really go from 
house to house for a month, living upon delicatesses, and 
drinking claret you would not despise at the first tavern in 
London) ; and that their number of negroes and equipage serves 
as a mighty counter-ballance, they would grow immensely rich ; 
too rich, mon ami, for your system of American politics. No- 
thing that I met with in Maryland surprised me so much as to 
see the regularity and exactness with which their inspecting 
houses, or public repositories for tobacco, are conducted, both to 
prevent frauds in ascertaining the duties, and also for the con- 
venience of individuals; not even a single stalk of the poorest 
planter, but he is accounted with for, and can transfer as his 
property, even at a hundred miles distance. I was no less 
amazed to hear that in a late year, when the produce of the 
tobacco colonies was about 80,000 hogsheads, not less than 
38,000 were the property of the merchants in Scotland ! I had 
no idea of such a proportion. 

Tobacco is current here as money. Taxes are paid in it, 
wages paid, and the parsons’ stipend collected : 301b. weight a 
head for every one in a family above sixteen years old (ex- 
cepting white women). I think some of the black gowns pick 
from sS500 to jfiljOOO a year and upwards, without being too 
closely confined to attending the cure of *souIs. Oh! Do let us 
have a bishop. Our clergy are quarrelling like dog and bear : 
and I fear the Presbytery get the better. (I hate the Presby- 
terians since they made an honest Mend of mine do public 
penance for having been guilty of begetting a bastard, and the 
fellow was worth upwards of ten thousand pounds. 
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CploDel Francis dines with me this day* He gives his best 
love to you, and bids me tell you that he has your acres in 
view, and hopes they will soon be in his reach. He is come 
down to stay the winter among us. 

I care but little about politics ; only if there should be a 
chance of a war, it would give me some satisfaction to know it 
as soon as anybody. 

Pray what do think of Paoli ? C’est un galant homme. We 
annex extraordinary ideas to the appearance of heroes, as if they 
were not like other people. 

Adieu, my dearest brother. 

I am, with truest affection, ever yours, 

A. M^ckhaby. 


Letter XIV. 

Philadelphia : 2nd January 1770. 

My dear Brother, — ...... Your cousin Tub is 

in his flannels again. He has had a severe bout this time — 
ever since the date of my last letter. He dined with me that 
day, and has not been out since. I am just come from his bed- 
side, where, though he could not reach out a finger to me, he 
assures me he has had a sigmcm aalutis which ensures his 
speedy recovery. We had a deal of chat about old England and 
your worship. He is actually in treaty for two tracts for you, 
and I think he will make you an American landowner as soon 
as he gets about again. It shall go hard but I will buy ten 
guineas’ worth of terra firma before I leave this continent. It 
will be as extensive as some German principality or some Scots 
Laird’s estate, 

I know little of your political contests at home, but I will 
whisper to you that oixr Americans with their Eesolutions have 
overshot the mark. They perhaps find that the very steps on 
which they founded their hopes and expectations of redress 
may prove the very means of defeating it. In short, I don’t 
know what they must do, if this session of Parliament should not 
afford them relief. The stores are empty ; those persons vrho 
have goods lately imported, and in the possession of the com- 
mittees, are discontented, and will soon grow clamorous. Rogues 
are making their advantage, and the Quakers grow cold and 
plead conscience. Here are few manufactures to supply the 
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speedily be establislied, and at the same time here is a people 
daily increasing. You will read what they are about at New 
York — their meetings and the subject of it. It should seeui 
that the spirit which was lately lulled into silent expectation^ is 
about to flame forth again. What can be the cause of it ? 
Here is weather to freeze the blood of tigers. Love or wiiu‘ 
can hardly ^varm me. 

How can it be that the longer I reside in this climate I am 
the more affected by its severities ? Tlie intense heat of la,st 
summer overpowered me, and the cold we have already this 
winter seems to exceed all recollection or idea, as well as it 
does all endurance. I had almost spoiled my letter with a lump 
of black ice, which hung from my pen just now. I am going* 
to attend an electrical lecture. Well try if that spark can 
touch me, and if it does I will dance it to a blaze at the 
assembly at night. 

I am most truly yours, 

A. Mackhabxe. 


Letter XV. 

Maorabie to Francis, 

Philadelphia : 10th March 1770. 

Dear Brother, — You can have no idea of the winter we have 
had. The navigation of the river has been completely stopt — 
froze over in one night, tho’ nearly a mile broad ; and only one 
hundred miles to the northward of us salt-water has been 
frozen* 

This is the first vessel from our port for any part of England 
this year; and such has been our delay, that I wrote letters to 
go by her in the beginning of January. I shall hereafter have 
it in my power to be more punctual, and I will absolutely be 
so. Colonel Francis is down in Maryland. He "was making 
excuses for not having wrote you for so*, long a time, and par- 
ticularly upon the subject of the lands, which I had depended 
wholly upon him for, as from his experience and connections he 
can do better than anybody. His inability from sickness is a 
plea which I believe we must admit ; but he told me he was 
ashamed of so often repeating that his pursuit had been imsnc- 
cessML He has had a tract in view for a considerable time. 
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wliicli he told me the clay before he set out he was ia treaty for, 
and had not a doubt of obtaining. The present proprietor sells 
throngli mere necessity. He (Tubby) thinks the terras so 
tavo arable that he would purchase it himself upon speculation, 
with a. certainty ot prolit. You will have a thousand acres of 
good land for about one hundred and thirty pounds sterling 
money, or thereabouts. It is near him, and he can always have 
his eye upon it; but he will write to you himself when he 
returns. I can advance the money for it here, and draw upon 
you for the value ; but that I shall not do till you know the 
purchase is actually made and you are regularly advised, that 
you may be prepared. Do, my dear friend, excuse talking of 
your being prepared for the payment of an hundred and thirty 
pounds. I am grown so formal and humdrum that you would 
think me a piece of clockwork. I am sure that to become a 
Quaker would be a transformation not at all more unnatural for 
me tha,u to become a beau was to my friend Sam Wharton ! 
Have you seen that gallant personage lately? They tell us he 
has got his grant confirmed ; if so, you may buy land on the 
Ohio as cheap as stinking mackerel. ’Tis not above four or five 
hundred miles off ; but what of that ? 

Have you repealed our Acts yet? I wish you had, for 
want goods most confoundedly. I would giye all the ready 
money I am worth to be here with a noble cargo in the first 
vessel that arrives after the repeal. It is an age since we had 
any politics. This is too cold a season for any bold stroke on 
this side the water. They have only a Captain Macdougall 
prisoner at JSTew York for libellous productions. He is to take 
his trial in about a month. The booksellers are publishing 
copies of the trial of one Zenger at New York, many years ago, 
for much such another affair ; on which occasion the father of 
Grovernor Hamilton gained amazing honour by his pleadings in 
defence of the liberty of the press. But J'wnms is the Mars of 
malcontents. His letter to the King is past all endurance, as 
well as all compare. ^ The Americans are under small obliga- 
tions to him for his representation of them. I will do them 
more justice than he does, by declaring that his production is 
not very favourably received among them. Who the devil can 
he be ? Sir William Draper is arrived in South Carolina. I 
have read all that correspondence, and never before met with 
such keen, cutting satire 1 
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Letter XVL 
Macmhie to Francis. 

Pluladelpliia : 24tli April 1770. 

My dearest Brother, — The ]\Iimsterial confusions at Iiome 
afford but an indifferent prospect to America of their so-wished- 
for repeal. In the meantime they are lessening their heavy 
debt by an export of grain that would amaze yon. Not a ship 
in the port unengaged, and even new ones upon the stocks 
contracted for upon freight before they are launched. Their 
constant draughts upon England have lowered exchange near 
25 per cent, since I have been here. That difference, my 
friend, is confoundedly against your humble servant, who 
receives his stipend in sterling ; so it will be against you in 
your purchase of land, which Tubby has agreed for, and will 
soon complete the bargain. He is out of town at present, but 
threatens you with a long letter soon ; and I know will soon be 
as good as his word. He has been greatly taken up lately 
in business, and I arn happy that he has not found leisure even 
to be sick. 

Apropos of lands, you talk of obtaining a grant ; but that 
cannot be in this province, the proprietaries having the exclu- 
sive right of purchase by their Charter. The same in Mary- 
land, the same in the Jerseys ; but whenever I pay you a visit 
in London, we’ll talk a little upon that subject. The Colonel 
may perhaps point out some little nook or other in the 
American map worthy our attention. He has once hinted the 
matter to me in confidence. He knows every spot of the con- 
tinent almost. What he purchases for you now has an imme- 
diate value, and is in a very increasing settlement. 

Would you think that in a city with above twenty thousand 
inhabitants we should find difficulty in collecting twenty native 
Englishmen to celebrate St. George’s Day yesterday? And in 
that number there were some I had never spoken to before. 
We should have had the Governor at our head, but that the 
party was only proposed two days before. However, we met at 
a tavern, stuflfed roast beef and plum pudding, and got drunk, 
potir I'honmur cle 8t George ; wore crosses, and finished the 
evening at the play-house, where we made the people all chorus 
^ God save the King ’ and ^ Rule Britannia ’ and ^ Britons strike 



APPENDIX. 


441 


home/ &C.5 and such like nonsense; and, in short, conducted 
ourkdves Avith all the decency and confusion usual on such 
occasions. My head aches plaguely! so pray excuse me till 
the next pacquet. Adieu ! In a fortnight you shall hear again 
from 

Your ever faithful 

A. Mackeabie. 


Letter XYII. 

Macrabie to Francis. 

Philadelphia: 4th May 1770. 

My dear Brother, — My friend and your cousin the Colonel 
has given me the inclosed letter to forward. He is just come 
to town ; and so, as I am just going out of town, I shall depend 
upon Monsieur Neave for the conveyance. I fancy we shall 
have a pacquet in a few days. I wrote to you by the last, about 
ten days ago. 

Tubby is a great speculator, and as enterprising as specu- 
lative. He tells me he has hinted some of his objects to you. 
I do think with him that attention and industry, assisted with 
a little interest and a little money besides, may do a great deal 
in prospects in future on this side of the water. I wish we 
could realise some of his projects. It shall not drop ; and if I 
should see you this summer (which is far from improbable, tho’ 
I only mention it to yourself), well trace the outlines of some 
plan or other. I have industry and application ; hut for the 
other two ingredients, as little as you please. We have just 
now a report, by way of Lisbon, of a repeal of part of the 
Eevenue Act, the tea only excepted. If it shall prove true, I 
shall regret that our Ministry were not generous enough to 
recommend an absolute and complete repeal ; tho’ it were even 
at the expense of the East India Company. I don’t like recon- 
ciliations by halves. 

Our gentry here don’t seem to expect that goods will be 
shipped in the case as reported to us ; tho’ it is well known 
they are in the greatest want of supply. I am now convinced 
that ’tis no easy matter to establish manufactures in America ; 
nor have I observed a single step towards an attempt either in 
linens, woollens, or silk, except stockings. A scheme is proposed 
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here for the culture of silk, in consequence of _your offered 
bounty at home, and it is well supported. Near a thousand 
pound has been subscribed in a few days, and more could, 
I doubt, be easily raised. The people of this chy are far beyond 
the inhabitants of any other part of the continent in public 
spirit; I mean in that proper useful spirit of improvement — 
moderation in politics. I may be deceived, but I look to ihia 
as my field of action. 

Adieu, my dearest friend ! You have my sincerest regards. 

Yours ever, 

A. Mackrabie. 

Love to Betsy, &c. &c. 


Letter XVIIL 
Turhutt Frmicis to Francis. 

PliiladolpLia : 4tl» May 1770. 

My dear Cousin, — The night before last I j-eturned from the 
country, with your survey of one thousand acres or thereabouts. 
I make no doubt but from my long silence you concluded I 
had entirely forgot you, but I should have blushed even at this 
distance if I had wrote these six pacquets past, that I would 
get the land, at the same time not able to give you any certainty 
of it. I determined not to give one line until I either got the 
matter or gave it over. I now have it, and in a few months 
will you; your patent under Mr. Penn and a draught of the liiml, 
which is as good (as the saying is) as ever a crow flew over; so 
much for that, — no, one thing more, it will cost you one hundred 
and twenty-five or thirty guineas. 

I have a plan which, with your assistance and some of yotir 
friends over the water, will in all probability hand the name of 
Francis to the future world with dignity and property: it’s no 
less than a part of a province, which I have reason to believe 
might be bought of the Indians for two or three, at most, 
thousand guineas, provided we could obtain the Crown’s right 
to make a fair purchase ; it’s a matter worth attention, and I 
make no doubt you have as much anxiety for the future rank 
of your children as any fond father can have ; the purchase will 
be very extensive, and a prodigious fine country. If you can get 
Lewis Evans’ map of the Colonies, find out Fort Pitt, then go 
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down tlie Ohio on the west side until you come to a river 
emptying into the Ohio^ you 'will find its name to be Scioto, 
and liiglua* up the same river you will find the Loivcv Shaivanee 
Town, The beginning of this purchase will be at the mouth of 
the Scioto river, and down the Ohio until you come to the 
Wabash, which yon will find on the west side of the Ohio, 
bomuh‘d by the Wabasli on the south, on the Ohio by the east, 
and Scioto on the north, and our western line must be run. Now 
if you take in two or tliree of the right sort of men, who will 
obtain tbc royal grant, and who will also advance some money 
to make the essay, which may require about two hundred 
guineas, there is two of us here who will go to that country, 
and sec what can be done ; there is but one gentleman who 
will u'o with me, that I am desirous to be concerned in this 
country, and the thing cannot well be done without him : so do 
you take in as many as you think necessaiy to carry on the 
plan, and those that will carry it into immediate execution ; do 
think seriously of it, and let me know your sentiments, and who 
you intend to take in, by the next pacquet. If you can obtain 
for us too the carrying place of Niagara with the lands joining 
it, and a grant of the Salt Lake, and the land for one mile 
around it in the Onondago country, it will he a great thing. 
You may push that matter yourself, and the sooner the better, 
but be as silent as the grave with every man, but these with whom 
your business lays, for the value of those two places are so well 
known by every man who has been in America, that envy would 
start up and perhaps overset you. By all means if you can, get 
absolute grants, not an order to the Governour of New York, in 
whose province those two last places lay. 

I have not heard an3dhing lately about my joining the regi- 
ment. I wish you could lay the matter out, so as to get me a 
company in any regiment. You certainly have opportunities of 
obtaining a favor of that kind. I could then either join the 
regiment or go out upon half pay, my rank would he going on, 
and in case of war, if I was not better fixed, might go into the 
army with greater advantage to what I can as lieutenant. Bo 
think of me, tho’ three thousand miles from you. Me. just 
this moment left me, he is going out of town. 

Remember me to Mrs. Francis, and believe me to be affec- 
tionately yours, 


TuEBtiTr Fbancis. 
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Letter XIX. 

Philadelphia ; 0th June 1770. 

My dear Brother, — You are not only one of the most regular 
but one of the kindest of correspondents. I have absolute!}^ three 
of your letters of different dates in March. April and May, I 
foretell, will furnish out one pacquet, for I am informed that the 
vessel coming out with the mail for the former month sprung a 
leak and put back to refit. 

So Monsr. Wilkes is again a free man. A gentleman who 
left London just at the time of his enlargement, tells me that 
he had formed some extraordinary resolutions with regard to the 
manner of claiming his seat in the House of Commons. As a 
patriotic hero shines with the greatest lustre when under the 
influence of ministerial persecution, I suppose he will shortly 
contrive to get into the English Bastille, or the ^ Chatelet au 
moins.’ I wish you would all be quiet at home, and be as 
unanimous as we are this side the water. Could 3^11 but be 
present at one of our meetings here — such speechifying! But 
the joke is, that the Eesolutions of non-importation are supposed 
to be the resolutions of the merchants who usually bond dry 
goods, and are in number not exceeding two hundred, and at 
least five times that number of different persons have appeared 
and given their voices at their several meetings. Indeed their 
chief speakers at almost all their meetings ai'e people who have 
no more concern in dry goods than I have with astronomy. If 
these things must be, the patriotic public should indemnify all 
the little shopkeepers, many of whom live upon the profits of 
their petty returns from month to month. But the spirit of 
liberty breathes on every act and on every occasion. Our play- 
bills promise to exhibit to us the noble struggle for liberty of 
those renowned Eomans, Brutus and Cassius, tho’ poor Cassius 
was so deficient in his Latin as to call Publius Puppy-lies, 
throughout the whole piece. A gallant mechanic, whose shop 
was broken open lately, could not advertise a reward for appre- 
hending the thief, without pathetically lamenting how hard it 
was for a man to part with his property without his consent 
If the delinquent should be caught, and prove an Englishman, 
he will be hanged without benefit of clergy. 

I long to make one of your parties with Dick Tilghman, Fitz, 
and so forth, but the Devil take politics ! I’ll never debate 
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with either you or Dick. You have both too much to say. 

I hold my tongue here, and the people think me knowing — hut 
snug. 

Upon my word, I expect to come home this summer; nay, if 
you'll promise not to tell my sister or mother of it, I will even 
assure you I have no doubt of it ; but I'll tell more by and by. 
The Colonel and you and 1 must do something together. He is 
projecting in the country. I think to beat up his quarters in 
a week or two. He writes me to bring him up a hundred 
pounds on your account, which I shall do. You know he has 
made a purchase of acres for you. He will have the deeds and 
patent soon, and then you’ll have no further trouble. 

I have seen lately some of the prettiest situations and finest 
lands in the universe ; but sometimes found my native tongue 
of little use to me, having been in a part of the country inha- 
bited almost wholly by Dutch. You would hardly think that 
in a country town in this province a jury desired to have the 
evidence interpreted to them before two witnesses had been ex- 
amined. By the by, these Dutch are a most inhospitable set of 
beings. 1 lost my road one night, and had liked to have made 
an "'al fresco ’ party of it till morning, for the surly devils would 
not admit me into their houses, insisting upon it ^ I was Irisher,’ 
i.e., Irishman. It cost me at last two dollars for a shelter for 
my horses, and the luxury of an oak table for a couch for 
myself. This happened fortunately at the close of a day on 
which I bad been made acquainted with a Society of Eeligieiix 
appelles Donckers, who wear long beards, and sackcloth shirts, 
and serge robes — who make a board their bed, and have a 
wooden block for their pillow— who live upon hips and haws 
and butter-milk, and get up at midnight to sing hallelujahs ; 
who neither marry nor are given in marriage ; who journey on 
foot with a staff and a scrip ; and who hold money in contempt. 
All this is true, and also that such a sect have subsisted for 
forty years. It is, likewise, I prophesy, no less true that in 
less than forty years more they will shave their beards and 
wasli their faces, and live like decent reasonable creatures. 

Adieu, my dearest Philip ! Give my best love to your good 
honest wife, and to your fat, handsome children, not forgetting 
my nephew whether fat or lean. 

Adieu once more. Yours, 


A. Maokhabie. 
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Letter XX. 

PliikdelpHia : 20th June 1770. 

My dear Brother, — I shall not he near 

your lands, which I am sorry for, as I should be glad to have it 
in my power to give you some description at least of their situa- 
tion, which I trust would afford you as much satisfaction as to 
have a sample of their quality. 

I assure you our American Wilkes is not half so much fol- 
lowed or thought of as he was. He has found out that the 
better part of patriotism is discretion, and has therefore pru- 
dently given bail, and now walks at large. The true flaming 
zeal should have made him persist in still remaining prisoner. 
He should have borne his chains ever about him, and even 
like Columbus have had them buried in the same grave with 
him. 

The New York merchants have now a majority for importa- 
tion after the 1st of December next. Some amongst ours begin 
to waver. How fickle a gale the public voice is ! 

I believe I have never told you that we have got Whitfield 
among us. He preaches like a dragon, curses and blesses us all 
in a breath, and tells us he hopes to die in the pulpit. He 
abuses the players, who in turn advertised to perform the Minor. 
The parsons petitioned the Grovernor against it, and the perfor- 
mance was dropt. Squintum took this as a compromise, and 
the next Sunday recommended a subscription for the players. 

Yours, ever with the truest affection, 

A, Macicrabie. 


Letter XXI. 

Port Pitt 14tli Jdy 1770. 

My dear Brother,— All this and much 

more haye we seen in a few days. We have conversed with 
Indian chiefs ; and if our stomachs could have digested brick- 
dust and bears’-grease, might have been not unkindly received 
by their squaws, by which names the ladies of the Copper Eace 
are distinguished. We have seen them dancing, and we have 
seen them drunk ; we have heard them talk and have heard 
them sing; and I believe I have already almost enough of 

^ Now the city of Pittsbiirg. 
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the Sbawanee language to tell you in good Indian the names of 
all 'these different ceremonies. I have persuaded a warrior 
whom we met on the Allegany Eiver to come down to the fort, 
for me to draw his picture ; but an unlucky accident which has 
just happened — namely, a white man having taken the liberty to 
si loot an Indian for offering certain familiarities to his wife, and 
attempting to steal his horse— have put my gentleman out of 
humour, and disappointed me of my copy. He was to have put 
on all his war trinkets, and to have been new painted on 
the occasion. These Indians are the greatest coxcombs upon 
earth ! Their method of cutting and pulling their ears, and 
boring their noses, is beyond all conception ridiculous. I have 
seen a woman with not less than six dozen brooches of silver 
upon a shift more dirty and ragged than was ever seen in 
St. Giles’s; and a warrior with his ears slit into strips and 
chitterlings, and twisted about with more silver clasps than a 
Dutch family Bible. 

You can have no idea of the delightful situation of Fort Pitt 
It is built upon a point of land formed by the confluence of the 
two rivers, Allegany and Monongahelah, which immediately 
upon their junction have the name of the Ohio. The Indian lan- 
guage, which is the most figurative in the universe, is remark- 
ably characteristic in the titles of these rivers. They are their 
Allegro and their Penseroso. The former clear and lively, 
flowing over a bright pebbled bed, and transparent as christal ; 
the Monongahelah dull, dark, and heavy, moving in a sluggish 
and almost imperceptible course. The lofty hills and endless 
woods with which they are bordered make the whole scene 
delightfully romantic. I shall say little of the fort, because I 
don’t understand military matters; and besides that, I had 
little time for observation. I am told it will accommodate more 
than a regiment, but it has not at present fifty men who 
do duty. We have been most hospitably and genteely enter- 
tained by an officer whom w^e knew last winter in Philadelphia, 
and allowing for the politesse a la militaire which obliges us to 
compound for being un enivri at least once a day, we pass 
our time very agreeably. I am as well reconciled to the four 
o’clock drum as if I had lived all my time in a camp. But our 
week has just expired, and we must return to our former 
engagements, and cross the Allegany mountains once more. I 
tremble at the thought of rocks and precipices ; these are gentle 



448 


APPENDIX. 


sufferings compared to loglmuses with earthen floors and tlie 
intolerable suffocation of bark smoke, wliich we ai-e obliged to 
endure every night, to avoid being flead alive by gnats and fleas. 
In point of provision, this road in summer beggars all descrip- 
tion, For a hundred miles we are under the necessity of carry- 
ing fodder for our horses ; and for our parts, I shall never while 
I live lose the idea of dried venison and whiskey toddy. 

I think we cannot be absent from Philadelphia more tlian a 
month longer. One of my most pleasing prospects is that upon 
my return I may hear of your .family so dear to me. Adieu, my 
dearest Philip. 

I am, most affectionately yours, 

A. Mackrame. 


Letter XXIL 

Philadelphia : 0th November 1770. 

My dearest Friend, — I am favoured with 

yours of the 4th September by the paequet, and have read to 
the Colonel that part of it and of your former which relate to 
him. As he is now perfectly satisfied, and promises to set down 
and open his plan more particularly to me, for your farther 
information when we meet, I may venture to tell you that he 
was very anxious to hear from you, and seemed to think 
your silence unkind, till I changed the course of his resentment 
by abusing him like a dragon for thinking so of you, who, 
I asserted, had as much punctuality and exactness in business 
as all the Francis’ together. But your letters have composed 
him more than my arguments. He loves you, and of con- 
sequence was jealous of any the least appearance of neglect. 
He has shewed me all the draughts and papers relating to your 
lands. I know nothing of their situation, but have not a doubt 
of their good quality. There remains only now to get them 
patented, which shall be done before I leave this place. Tubby 
thinks his grand project cannot engage above fifteen hundred 
or two thousand pounds, and this he would propose dividing in 
shares, so as that he or you should not venture too much 
of your own property in it ; but I will say no more about it at 
present till he lets me entirely into the matter. I know naore 
than one person in London who I think would venture five 
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hundred pounds in any scheme we should countenance and 
rt'c'oinineiul, and I have told the Colonel so. 

I linve ])eeu introduced to our new coz., whom before I only 
kiK'W by sight ; now that I have conversed with her I like her 
very well. She is a sensible, clever girl. You may tell Dick I 
say so, and that I liope he will not tx'eat his aunt with the less 
respect for Ixnng only eighteen years old. 

You will before this time know of tlie resolves of the mer- 
chants here to import every article except tea. How absurd 
their first resol utit)u ! and how wretchedly supported! TSioderate 
people a<lvised from the first that their plans should be to 
(h‘cline importing such articles as were taxed at that time, and 
so on, in case otlier articles should come under the same pre- 
dicament. Such a measure must have effectually answered their 
end ; whereas now their rashness in the first instance, and want 
of steadiuoHS afterwards, has involved them in a worse political 
state than theirs was before the Stamp Act, besides sowing the 
seeds of jealousy which in due time will produce some pretty 
decent scene of confusion. 

Adieu, my dear brother. 

I am, with the truest affection, ever yours, 

A. Mackrabie. 


Letter XXIII. 

Philadelphia : January 2o, 1773 , 

Dear Fra-ncis, — You will surely have finished your tour by the 
time of Mackrabie’? arrival in England, and therefore I will 
scribble a little, though in your last you forbad me to write till 
I should hear from you. But I hardly know how to address 
you. Have the countries you have travelled through made any 
alteration in you ? It is very far from impossible. I have read 
indeed that ^ coelum, non animvm^ mutant, qui trans mare 
currnnt.’ But I do not believe a word of it. The change in 
my own animus gives me a right to contradict it. Men and 
things, in a certain part of the world, appear very different from 
what they did before I first crossed the Atlantic. If England is 
as much worse than Italy as it is better than America, your 
travels will take more from your peace than they will add to 
your knowledge. But no more of that; there is a remedy for 
YOL. I. 0 0 
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all things but death, as Sancho says. Time is doing great 
things for me. I feel myself Americanizing very fast ; yet even 
that disturbs me. At this moment I ai\i shocked to think, that 
if by any accident we should ever meet again, we probably 
sliould not look upon each other as we formerly did. It is 
much but lime, business, or some other cause, will work a 
strange alteration in one or both of us; and a chnnge in either 
would spoil us for each other, or at least prevent our uniting as 
close as we once were. But I will not give way to an imagina- 
tion that overwhelms me with grief. When I first heard of 
your tour I longed to be of the party, but, upon consideration, 
I rejoice that I was not of it ; such a dissipation of five or six 
months would have made me absolutely unfit for the life I am 
doomed to lead. By this time I suppose you can talk as flip- 
pantly of the Laocobn, the Venus, ihe Apollo, the Autinous, as 
the best man that ever travelled. But if I know you, you had 
more pleasure in treading over classic ground, an<l rev<}lving 
the many interesting scenes your memory must have brought 
full before you, than in contemplating the works of the greatest 
painters and statuaries that the world ever produced. I am 
very impatient to hear from you ; as you are now a man of 
leisure I shall expect a volume. Pray remember me to your 
fellow-traveller. Long may he live to enjoy his fortune! No 
man deserves wealth better. 

So his Majesty is pleased to give us a new Secretary of State, 
who talks of carrying people over to be tried in England for 
offences committed in America ! We all hated the vastus ei 
faalus Hillsborough, and prayed constantly for his removal; 
but like the poor frogs in the fable, when it is too late, and the 
stork is picking us up, we wish to have our log again. 

I am, most sincerely yours, 

Eichaiu) Tilghman. 


Littek XXIV. 

May 1, 1773. 

Oari miei. Signori,— I lament exceedingly his Holiness did 
not give you, by way of ricordo, the Decalogue and that fine 
book * Qulateo.’ The one would have taught you charity and 
the other politeness. I think I never received a letter so 
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strange, and so full of impudence and abuse, as your last. You 
iivvov knew but one man that was hanged, ajui he ivas a laiuyerl 
The inuendo is so plain that I can’t help understanding you. 
Wc* an‘ inwi h(rn}!i)es, are we? It is but fair to take you down 
a litth‘ fm- your ignorance in history. This day (the first of 
May) is the birthday of aii American ancestor of mine, of the 
name of Tammany, who, as you ought to have known, was 
canonized about eleven hundred years ago. I wish the next 
time you write to me you woidd make a I'egular beginning and 
a regular ending to your letter. Do not mistake me; I do not 
desire to be addressed in form, with a Dear Sir, or the like, but 
I should bi^ glad of some mark to show me where I am to begin 
to read. Tli(‘ last line of your last letter was written above the 
first, and upside down, which perplexed me cursedly. Do, for the 
future, considiu' me a plain man, and write to me accordingly. 
You tell me Kosenhagen is hand-and- glove with the French, 
and observe that that sort of intimacy is not to be hazarded 
with the Scotch. From the extraordinary marks of civility you 
received at Eome, and the affectionate manner in which you 
speak of the devil’s vice-regent, I should suspect, if I did not 
know you to be a man of virtue, that you had hazarded such 
intimacy with the Pope of Eome, or, as you are pleased to 
style him, his Holiness* Your distinction between Papist and 
Eoiuaii Catholic is ingenious to a derjree, and yet I do not 
like it, for I hate the Pope, and all distinctions that are made 
in his favour. I desire to know whether the story of your 
intimacy with the Marquis of Pombal is a matter of fact, 
or whether I am to look upon it as the machinery of your 
letter. Great wits jump alike. If I did not know that, I 
should imagine that you had stolen and improved it in such a 
manner as to make it the most beautiful part of what, without 
flattery, I think a most masterly letter : ^ A great man preserves 
his dignity when he wishes to lay it aside, and discovers the 
force of his abilities, while he seems to make no use of them.’ 
A happier expression cannot he. Somebody, speaking some- 
where of Venus, says : 

, Illam, quicquid agit, qnoqao vestigia vertit, 

Oomponit furtim, suhsequiturque decor. 

She could not divest herself of her native grace, even when she 
attempted to limp awkwardly in ridicule of her husband. I 
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have no oTbjection to the epigram of the old lion, provided ;^ou 
will change the word conception for translation or imitation. 

He roared so loiid^ and looked so prim, 

Ilis veiy shadow dm*st not follow him. 

Vide Pope. 

I have written this partly out of revenge, and partly to show 
my reading and knowledge of languages. 

It is ridiculous enough, but I swear I env}- yon the six flasks 
of Burgundy almost as much as your singulax interview with 
the Pope. There is to me something glorious in the idea of 
quaffing pontifical Burgundy ; but glorious as it is, Horace had 
a conception something beyond it : 

Mero 

Tinget pavimentum snperbiim 
Poiitihcum potioro coenis. 

Suffer me to talk, my good fellow, it is all 1 have for it. I 
have not tasted a drop of good Burgundy since I loft England. 
The want of that, and a few other things, prevents me being 
reconciled to mine own country. I begin to think of doing 
something that will make my countrymen tar and feather me. 
Do not you think, if I was to fly over to England with such 
marks of persecution about m*e, the Ministry would think my 
sufferings ought to be rewarded with a place under the Grovern- 
ment ? I think you once talked of coming to live in this country. 
I should be very glad to see you, but it must not be. We are not 
liberal enough. Stay where you are, and grow a great man. 
When you get into power remember me. I shall not ask great 
things; seven hundred and thirty guineas a year will satisfy 
me. In the meantime believe me to be, with the most sincere 
affection, yours, 

EionABB Tilghman. 

Philadelphia : May 1st, 177S. 

I pray to be held in remembrance by Mrs. Francis and all 
your family. Is Phil Baggs rich. I am not so poor as to be in 
distress ; but I should be glad if he could conveniently pay me 
about sixty-five guineas that he owes me. If he can pay me, 
well — if he cannot, I am satisfied. He is an honest fellow, and 
I shall love him, tho’ I lose by him. What is become of 
Stephen? He owes me, not money, but a letter. I had 
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almost furgottoii to aiiswt-r owe part of your letter. You are 
<‘X(‘otMrn}i;*l\ ignorant in sup]K>sii)<jr we have no remains of anti- 
qtiity aniom^ ns. In our mountains remote from the sea are 
touml ii.Ai hoiu's, wiiieh must have been there ever since Noah's 
FIiumI. >Vhat do you think of that, you Infidel ? 

May 2nd. 

Some of our coin]iany gnt abominably drunk yesterday, 
and l)ehaved eKactly like the Lapithas tlio’ I dare say they 
/lid not know Mub creatures ever existed. I did all I 
ctmUl to ki*ep pearc, but in vain: 1 stayed among them till I 
>aw tun* man brandish a bottle at another's head, and then 1 
took up uiy hat and cane and walked gravely off. Whether 
any nnscliicf wuvS done I know not. You must think I passed 
a Very inappy day, for tlu‘ company consisted of lawyers, doctors, 
imuvlianls, s(ddi(*rs, piiutcrs, surveyors, captains of ships, and 
sliip carptuitcrs: and we had a band of music in the room that 
playc‘d ho loud as to ])rcvent all conversation, and so put us all 
ujam a Ic'Vel. Vale, euro mio Uglio. If I can be of any service 
to you in your affairs at Philippi, Macedon, or Ingress, you may 
freely command me. I would think nothing of a trip to 
Orcece or England, to serve my friends. 


Letter XXV. 

Pliiladelphm ; xVugust 30, 1773. 

Dear Francis, — You have not a friend in the world that 
r(*j<>iees at your good fortune more than I do. Vliat a glorious 
appointment ! a commission to govern India, with a salary of 
ten thousand pounds a year ! It makes me not a little proud, 
that in the day of your elevation you have not forgotten your 
old friend. ^ Do, Mr. Councillor, as soon as you get to Bengal, 
establish some office with a handsome salary, and send for me 
to fill it. I am tired of my country and my profession. There 
is neither honour nor profit to be got by practising the law 
among these Quakers. 

Beriously if I had a reasonable prospect of making my fortune 
in six or eight years in India, I would not hesitate to follow you. 
Let me advise you to live with as much frugality as is consistent 
with your high station. You mil the sooner fill your pockets, 
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and have a belter chance of preserving your health. Above all 
things keep out of the way of the Jingawls — a gun that will 
throw a bullet a hundred and lifty yards in the compass of an 
orange is a terrible thing. 

I have not neglected yoxi in the matter of our family arms : 
I have been to every creature from wboin there was tlio least 
probability of getting them, without being able to get any 
information about them. They are not in this country. I 
cannot find that my grandfather ever had tliem. Your father 
gave a seal, with the arms engi'aved on it, to one of my aunts ; 
but that is lost. Is Mr. Eicluard Francis's widow living ? 
Probably she can give some account of them, as her husband 
was the eldest son of the family. Why do you not write to 
Ireland? The Baggs will be able to procure them for you. 
I find that your grandfather Francis was horn in Yorkshire. 
Why then should you not meet with Ids arms in the Herald's 
Office in England ? The crest we have, by which you may 
know, if you come across any Francis arms, whether they arc 
the true ones. It is a demi-lion rampant, with one of his paws 
xxpon a wheat-sheaf. I cannot give you a more pariicubir 
description. I am not herald enough to know toytldng about 
or, argent, gules, fields, azure, and so forth, I will actually 
attempt to give you a drawing of this crest. I desire Mr. 
Secretary Mackrabie will not laugh. I do not pretend to be so 
ready with my pen as he is. I have tried, and can’t hit it off to 
my mind. So you must take a draft made by a man I hired on 
purpose. How did I behave infamously in not introducing my 
relation by letter, at Duke Street ? When he went to England 
there was nobody to introduce him to. You was strolling in 
Italy, and Mrs. Francis was at Fulham. Mack promised to 
take him by the hand and carry him to you, and I suppose did 
so* I am glad you like him so much, as to think your not 
knowing him earlier a misfortune. We have nothing but 
ringing of bells and rejoicing. Our new Grovernour and his 
Lady, with several fine heroes, arrived here a day or two ago 
from England. But what care you ? I might as well yead you 
a page of the history of Lilliput. I suppose all North America, 
and all its concerns, appear as trifling to you as the disturbances 
and wars in Greece did to Alexander in India, I repeat my 
desire that you will fall upon some scheme to make my foi'tun^. 
By heavens^ I would follow vou to Bengal with the irreatesi 
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■|4oasure. As to England when yon are gone, I shall hardly 
n ish to return to it. ^ly old friends, you say, are all divspersed. 
Wdiat tlnni sliould I do there? I should he miserable to tiiid 
nnselF ul a loss for companions in a place where I was once so 

happily eoiimadiHl, Mrs. retired, too. It is true then 

tliut tlu' mi^tal<t‘s of lier sex find a retreat in devotion. What 
sliall we do without lier at Margate? Surely, surel}^, Francis, 
you cannot he so altered as to endure the company of ]\lrs. 
3i[aenamara and lier sister the whole month of August.^' Are 
the Miss Pure<‘lls to he of the party? If they are you will 
have some eomforls. I think you mentioned to me something 
ahuut their complaining of my not taking leave of them. Tell 
tlumi I thought the parting would have affected me too much. 
Thrir father is dead, I understand. I wish I could bring 
mvMdf to marry the thin one, if she was worth five and twenty 

thirty thousand pounds. I should meet with no great 
difficulties on her part, if I may trust her own words. Do not 
flunk me vain. Do not neglect to give my love to Mrs. 
Francis, &c. I would write to Mr. Secretary Mackrabie, but 
really have not time. I charge you, take care of your health; 
1 have right to order yon, for I have interest in it. 

Believe me to he, with the greatest affection, yours, 

Kiciiakd Tilghman. 

Let me know to "whose care I shall send my letter to you. 
You have promised to give me an account of your proceedings, 
and I shall hold you to your engagement. Our correspondence 
will be unequal ; I shall have no news to give you in return. 
But that is my country’s fault, not mine. 


Letter XXYI. 

Philadelphia : September 29th, 177*^. 

My dear Francis,— I have received your packet of the I7th 
of July. You are yery tenacious of your epigram. I observe 
you contend for it, as if your reputation as a poet depended on 
it. But I did not condemn the composition, I only said it was 
not an original, because ‘in the school of the Graces, by Venus 
attended, Belinda improves every hour.’ 

• If you can bear that you can heax India. Perhaps yon form the party, 
with a view of making the trial. 
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I have perused the Eegulation bill carefully^ and am of opinion 
that it will answer all your purposes etieetually. It gives you 
vast power, and a vast salary. As for the justice or policy of 
the thing, I know nothing about them. Bid how did [/on r/et 
this cqjpoiutntent ? It is miraculous to me that a man should 
resign his office in 1772, and in 1773, without any change of 
Ministry, be advanced in so very extraordinary a maimer. 
Your merit and abilities I was always ready to acknowledge, 
sir. But I tvas never taur/ht to think much of Lord Norik's 
virtue or discernment. His treatment of you has in some 
measure redeemed him in my opinion. I delivered your letter 
to the Colonel. He will manage matters so that Philip and 
Macedon shall not cost you a farthing in quit rents ; the quo 
modo he will himself explain to you. He means to write on 
the subject by tliis pacquet. 1 sent you the Francis crest by 
iny last letter ; I hope it will enable you to find the arms. I 
should be glad if you will let me know what they are. I have 
another favour to ask. Will you make me a present of PYancis’s 
Horace ? I could buy it here, but that is not what I want. It 
will gratify my pride to receive it from you. If my father or I 
should ever write a book the favour shall be returned. I re- 
collect that sometime before I left England, I put my name at 
your instance to a subscription for a new edition to Burns’ 
poems, and paid half a guinea to his daughter. Is the book 
out yet ? 

I do not wonder at your shuddering at the thoughts of your 
passage. Patient as you are, you will be sufficiently tired of 
walking the deck, before you get half over. But I suppose you 
will touch at several places in your way. That will be a great 
relief. I charge you not to suffer Mackrabie to play the quack 
with you. He is a mighty man for physic, and will be offering 
you doses every day, but don’t you take them ; if you do, he 
will work you to death, before you get to Fort William. 

I am not quite so fond of law as you say my cousin is ; how- 
ever, I read a good deal. As for businesvS I have but little. I am 
a young man, and must be contented to sit a while in the back- 
row. My father is as generous an old fellow as ever lived, and 
lete me have what money I want ; so that, in that respect, I live 
quite at my ease. If he had Sir Samuel’s estates, and I was 
his only son, he would disinherit me, if I thought of practising 
law, or indeed of anything but spending money like a gentleman. 
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1 join you heartily in wishing we could drink a bottle together 
before you leave England. I could find a great deal to say to 
you : but no matter. We will meet again one day or other, and 
be happy. In the meantime, 

Sis licet felix, ubicunque mavis, 

Et memor nostii . , . vivas. 

Give my best love to Mrs. Francis, and my little cousins. When 
you are gone I will write to Mrs. Francis. How shall I direct 
to her ? Farewell, my dear friend, and believe me to be, 

With greatest affection, yours, 

Eichard Tiluhman. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 

THE ABBfi GRANT. — TOL. L CHAP. Till. 

Since these volumes were in the press, the ISditor has received 
the following information from a gentleman who had the 
kindness to answ^er enquiries made for him, at Rome, respect- 
ing this personage, mentioned by Francis as having introduced 
him to the Pope on his visit to Rome in 1772. 

was resident in Rome for a long period as agent for the 
Scottish Mission. ... He ^vas held in high esteem at the T^apal 
Court. He was also well known to Jill the British subjects who 
visited Rome at that period, and through him they generally 
obtained an audience of the Pope. Owing to this, probably, I 
have heard that he was called the British Minister at Rome. 
His memory is a pleasing tradition in many families, wliose 
ancestors had been in Rome and made his accpmintance there. 
A member of the Earl of Glasgow’s family possesses a portrait 
of him. He is mentioned favourably in Lady M. W. Montagu s 
lette:ics as resident in Rome 1753, and in 1773 by Bruce the 
African traveller. I have seen nothing in his papers to show 
that he was a zealous or active partisan of the Stuarts ; but he 
had of course a warm side to their cause. He died in 1784, and 
was buried in the Church of the Scots College in Rome ; witl) 
a monument which still exists, and bears the following in- 
scription : — 

Memorine 

Petri Grant Preshyteri Scoti 
Viri Probi 

Qai uti vivers de omnibus bene mereri 
semper stnduit 

ita moriens ingens sui desiderium 
apud oranes relic|uit 
Visit an. ixxni. obiit a. a. mdcclxxxiv, 

Johannes Comes de Bute 
Jacobus Stuart Afackenzio 
Germani Pratres 
Amico ontin m nnsuo rmit.” 
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